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for estate duty without notice of the charge. We hope that 
those of our readers who have any influence with the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will urge upon him the propriety (we had 
almost said the necessity) of inserting some provision in the 
Bill for the protection of purchasers. We can only repeat that, 
for reasons we have already fully explained, in the absence of 
such a provision the ordinary business of life will be paralyzed, 


as no person will be able safely to purchase land where the | 


vendor is seised in fee, or safely to purchase Consols, stocks, 


shares, or debentures, or to advance money on mortgage, or to | 


take a transfer of a mortgage. 





Ir woutp be interesting to the profession generally if infor- 
mation could be obtained whether inconvenience arises by 
reason of proceedings being instituted in the Chancery Division 
by motion instead of by summons—as, for instance, in the case 
of an application to rectify a register of shareholders, which 
may be made in either way. When the application is by sum- 
mons, the proceeding is recorded in the Central Office, and the 
respondents have to enter an appearance. There is ‘‘a solicitor 
on the record”; there is a ‘‘reference number,” and these 
afford means to parties concerned for discovering the course 
events have taken when they see in the daily papers a report of 
the case. On the other hand, when the proceeding is by motion, 
the whole matter rests between the side that gives the notice 
and the side that receives it, so far as persons collaterally inter- 
ested may be concerned. The question referred to above was 
asked by Mr. Justice Cuirry in the case of an application by 
motion which came before him on the 19th inst. 





THE RECENT Decisions of the Court of Appeal in the two 
cases of Hood-Barrs v. Cathcart (reported elsewhere) deal with 
the question—to use the words of Kay, L.J.—‘‘ whether a 
receiver can be obtained of arrears of income of a married 
woman which accrued due after the date of the judgment 
where such sums were settled to the use of the married woman 
with the usual restraint upon anticipation.” From some 
remarks that fell from Lixpiey, L.J., in Cor v. Bennett (1891, 1 
Ch., p. 623) it might be supposed that a receiver can be 
appointed. ‘‘It appears to me,” he said, “‘ that if you can find 
at any time arrears that can be attached, you may attach those 
arrears of the separate estate, although, of course, you cannot 
attach the future income which she is restrained from anticipat- 
ing.” But in that case there were arrears actually due at the 
date when an order for payment of costs was made, and the 
decision of the case required only that such arrears might be 
taken under the order before they reached the hands of the 
married woman. “ We are not,” continued Liyprey, L.J., “in 
the least infringing the clause against anticipation—we are 
doing nothing more than taking arrears which she can deal 
with.” As to arrears, however, which accrue due after the date 
of the judgment or order, it has now been held that they cannot 
be ieaieed either by the appointment of a receiver, or by seques- 
tration, or a charging order, or any kind of process. For this 
purpose the restraint on anticipation appears to last until the 
arrears are actually paid to the married woman. The decisions, 
it must be noticed, only apply to cases where judgment is ob- 
tained in an action brought against a married woman, and also 
to judgments and orders of kinds made before the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1693, came into operation. Under sec- 
tion 2 of that Act, in all proceedings instituted by or on behalf 
of a married woman the costs of the opposite party may be 
ordered to be paid out of her property which is subject to a re- 
straint on anticipation. 





Tux amexpurxts which have been introduced into the Finance 
Bill appear from the clauses as amended, which we print in 
encther column. One of the most important of these is the new 
sub-clause (2) of clause 6, which lays down the general rule 
that the priocipal value of property for the purposes of the estate 
duty is to be the price which it would fetch if sold in the open 
market at the date of the death: while in the case of purely 
sgricultural land the principal value is not to exceed twenty-five 








times the annual value, ascertained as under Schedule A. of the — 
Income T'ax Acts, but with the additional advantage of the © 


deductions which are allowed under the Succession Duty Act, 
and a deduction not exceeding five per cent. of the annual value 
for expenses of management. The acceptance by the Govern- 
ment of this sub-clause has probably facilitated the passage of 
the measure, for the amendments in the paper dealing with the 
method of valuation were very numerous. Scarcely less im- 
portant are the amendments—scattered through clauses 5 and 
7—which limit the liability of executors and other persons 
who may become accountable for estate duty; the executor, 
for instance, is not to be liable for any duty in excess of the 
assets of which he has control. In moving the omission 
of clause 8 the Chancellor of the Exchequer said that he 
had had satisfactory evidence adduced to him that the clause 
would be inconvenient to bankers and insurance companies, 
In so saying he was certainly not overstating the apprehen- 
sions of persons engaged in those undertakings. The right 
honourable gentleman had also learned that those parties had 
no objection to doing what was necessary for the protection of the 
revenue—viz , that there should be an account of the transfers 
of securities, &c., which take place on a death. To effect the 
object desired by the Revenue authorities it appears that a 
separate Bill is to be brought in, which, in the words of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, ‘‘ without delaying the transfer of 
the securities in a way which was inconvenient to commercial 
men, should at the same time secure to the Inland Revenue an 
account of what had been done, so that no security which ought 
to pay taxes should escape from doing s9.” The object so de- 
scribed is difficult to attain, and the Bill when produced will be 
watched with interest. 





Tue Trve is fast approaching when those who are responsible 
for the proper regulation of our judicial arrangements will 
have to devise some more scientific method of dealing with 
litigants in person—especially lady litigants. They are steadily 
increasing in number, for the simple reason that the manner in 
which those who come before the courts are treated tends 
directly to stimulate others to follow in their footsteps. They 
have taken our judicial system by surprise, and quite unwit- 
tingly have seized upon an unprotected position from which it is 
not so easy to dislodge them as may at first sight appear, and 
from which they can easily introduce considerable confusion 
into the whole work of the courts. Theoretically the only 
persons before the courts in civil proceedings are the parties them- 
selves ; consequently it is felt to be impossible for our judges to 
refuse the right of hearing to litigants in person. Recognizing 
their rights in this respect, our judges have treated them with 
infinite patience, and have listened over and over again to the 
rambling accounts of real or imaginary wrongs, have carefully 
pointed out to them the errors of their methods of procedure, 
and have submitted to their angry denunciations of the law and 
their personal insults in dignified silence. So long as the 
number of these litigants in person was small no great harm 
ensued, but unfortunately the very kindness with which they 
have been treated by our judges, coupled with the readiness of 
reporters for the daily press to make ‘‘copy” out of the scenes 
which these people create in court, and give publicity to all their 
most outrageous proceedings, has acted like a magnet to attract 
similar minds to similar acts. The trouble has thus grown to 
such an extent as to demand the serious attention of the author- 
ities, for not only do these people waste a great deal of the 
valuable time of the judges in court, but they interfere consi- 
derably with the work of all the departments of the law. In 
our opinion some check ought to be placed on their proceed- 
ings, if a way of doing so can be found which will not deprive 
any of her Majesty's subjects of their legal rights. 





Lirigants In vpenson may be divided into three classes. First 
there are those whose minds have been more or less unhinged 
by a sense of real or imaginary wrong; secondly, those 
whose sole purpose is to gratify vindictive animosity against 
certain individuals or corporations or Government departments ; 
and thirdly, those who seek n»toriety. Those of the firet-men- 
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tioned class who have some real wrong which can properly be 
made the subject of an action, generally succeed in obtaining 
such assistance as will insure a hearing in the ordinary way, 
and the others are usually quiet individuals who do no parti- 





lue 





of cular harm. It is the vindictive class, and the notoriety-seeking 
the class, who do all the mischief, and it is upon their proceedings 
im- that some check ought to be placed. The great desire of both 
ind is publicity. They generally advance some preposterous claim 
ons against someone, and they seek every means open to them to 
or, bring their alleged injury before the public; in the one case 
the presumably for the purpose of publicly damaging the person 
ion or body against whom they are proceeding, in the other for 
he the pleasure of notoriety. Without entering into the ques- 
186 tion whether these people are, as a rule, sane or insane, we 
es, may say that their claims, and the means by which they seek 
- to enforce them, are nearly always unreasonable and absurd, 
rht and that they regard every refusal to comply with their 
ad ridiculous demands as a personal insult and injustice which 
he justifies violent language and threats on their part. So long as 
rs these people are allowed the free run of the courts they will 
he continue to multiply in number, because of the publicity which 
a is given to their acts and words. If some means could be 
he devised of preventing this publicity we should cease to be 
of troubled with them. In both divisions of the court orders have 


al been made against certain individuals prohibiting them from 
taking any proceeding in the court without leave of the judge 
in chambers. It only needs a slight extension of this system 
e- to guard against such disorderly scenes as have recently been 
witnessed in our courts. 





Tne case of Zhe Queen v. Mansel Jones, Ex parte Johnson 
did not decide any point of law. An opinion, however, 
enunciated by Cave, J., in the course df his judgment de- 
serves the consideration ‘of those who are concerned in the 
conduct of election petitions. The case arose out of the 
Wigan municipal election petition, and the complaint of the 
applicant was that the commissioner who had tried the petition 
had reported him as guilty of corrupt practices, and had not 
given him a sufficient opportunity of being heard in his defence. 
It appeared, however, that Jounson’s attention was called to 
the evidence which had been given, and that he called rebutting 
evidence and addressed the court in his defence. The Divi- 
sional Court, therefore, had no option but to discharge the rule 
for a mandamus which had been obtained against the commis- 
sioner. Oave, J., however, in the course of his judgment, 
commented on the fact that the applicant’s counsel, who was 
geo in the election petition court, was not allowed to conduct 

is client’s case when the serious question at issue was whether 
he should be reported or not. He referred to the case of Reg. 
v. Mansel Jones (23 Q. B. D. 29), and said: “The only com- 
plaint of the applicant which is at all well founded relates to 
the law as settled by this court. It is always difficult for a man 
to conduct his own case, and the Legislature has provided that 
in all criminal cases a man may be heard by counsel. This 
court has held, curiously enough in my opinion, that this is not 
so in a case of this kind: the person who is incriminated in the 
course of an election petition must make his defence without 
the assistance of counsel, It is very much to be regretted that 
the Legislature should have made this rule, and that this court 
should have placed this interpretation on the language of the 
Legislature; but so long as that case stands no complaint can 
be made against a commissioner for acting upon it.” The 
learned judge added that he had himself always shut his eyes 
to the decision in Jtey. v. Mansel Jones, and had allowed counsel 
to appear for a person shewing cause why he should not be 
reported, and he expressed the hope that by adopting this 
course he had been able to do more justice to the incriminated 
person. Most lawyers will feel the justice of Cave, J.’s 
remarks as to the inexpediency of the rule that counsel shall 
not be heard upon these occasions, At the same time, it must 
be remembered that the section upon which Zeg. v. Mansel Jones 
was decided, and which applies to both parliamentary and 
municipal election petitions (the Corrupt and Illegal Practices 
Prevention Act, 1883, 8. 38), lays down that an Be popes is 
to be given to the person in danger of being repo “of being 
heard dy himself and of calling evidence in his defence to shew 
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why he should not be so .” It is difficult to see what 
meaning can be given to the words which we have printed in 
italics except that which was placed upon them in Jeg. v. Mansel 
Jones, a case which was argued by very eminent counsel and 
decided unanimously by Lord Cotermer, C.J., Poirock, B., 
and Hawkins, J. It is clear, however, from the remarks of 
Cave, J., that that case has not been universally followed 
during the five years which have elapsed since it was decided, 
and it will be worth while for a person accused of the commis- 
sion of corrupt or illegal practices to make the attempt to have 
his case put before the court by a skilled advocate, in the hope 
that the tribunal will incline to the view enunciated by Cave, J., 
rather than to a close adherence to the words of the statute and 
to the only decision upon it. 





Unpver tre Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub-section (8), an 
injunction may be granted or a receiver appointed in all cases 
in which it shall appear to the court to be “just or convenient,” 
but these words do not mean that the court may act simply on 
its own notion of convenience (per Jusset, MR. in Aslatt v. 
Corporation of Southampton, 29 W. R. 117, 16 Ch. D. 143). Aa 
injunction is to be granted “‘ for the = of rights or for 
the prevention of injury according to legal principles,” and the 
jurisdiction as to the appointment of a receiver is similarly 
restricted. It is in a sense convenient that whenever a creditor 
has obtained judgment, and cannot immediately obtain the 
fruits of his judgment, a receiver of the property of the debtor 
should be appointed, so as at least to preserve the property i 
statu quo, and upon this principle Wriaut, J., appears to have 
acted in Harris v. Beauchamp Brothers (No. 2) (42 W. R. 451). 
But an appointment of a receiver under such circumstances is an 
appointment by way of equitable execution, and since certain 
principles have been established with regard to such execution, 
the court is debarred from considering ‘‘ convenience” merely, 
and must act upon the settled principles. The first of these, 
according to the judgment of the Court of A in the above 
case delivered by Davey, L.J., is that equitable execution is 
only allowed in aii of execution at law, and consequently is 
restricted to cases in which before the Judicature Acts the Court 
of Chancery would have interfered by way of injunction or 
receiver at the suit of a judgment itor. What those cases 
are is a more difficult matter, and the Lord Justice said it would 
be rash and unwise to attempt to define the special circumstances 
which would justify the making of an order such as that which 
was before the court. In general there must be some impedi- 
ment in the way of enforcing the judgment at law which can 
only be removed by the ‘stetievenes of equity; it is not enough 
that, by reason of conflicting claims or otherwise, the judgment 
creditor fears that his judgment may ultimately prove fruitless. 
If a receiver is appointed on such grounds it must be done, not 
upon the jndgment, but in independent proceedings in the 
presence of the proper parties. The order of Waiowr, J., 
accordingly, which had been allowed by the Divisional Court, 
was discharged. 





Mr. Srrovp should note, for the next edition of his useful 
“Judicial Dictionary,” a somewhat novel definition of the 
words “found committing.” The Army Act, 188! (44 & 45 
Vict. c. 58), 8. 156, im a fine on who purchases 
from a soldier clothing ng for his use, a ——¥* 
renders any person, in whose possession or keeping it is 
found, lialte to be taken or summoned befere a court of 
summary jurisdiction, which, if satisfied that the clothing 
so found was stolen, or was t in contravention of this 
section, may summarily convict offender and im on 
him a penalty not exceeding £5. The same section also pro- 

an 
without 


vides, by sub-section 4, that “a person found a 
offence against this section may be apprehended 
warrant, and taken, together with the property that is the sub- 


ject of the et before a court af nem jurisdiction.” Im 
the recent on Ramet . oe Ae? was ee Divisional 
Court (Cavs antans, JT.) & person found in possession 
of clothing, purchased by him from a soldier six days preevously, 
may lawfully be arrested under this sub-section as a person 
found committing” an offence within the section, and has no 
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cause of action against the police if, when brought before the 
court of summary jurisdiction, he is charged by them, not with 
the offence he was found committing, but with the previous 
offence of having purchased the clothing in question. 





THE LATE LORD COLERIDGE, 

Tue death of the first of the new order of Lord Chief Justices 
—presidents of all the Common Law Courts combined in the 
Queen’s Bench Division—naturally gives rise to the question: 
What is the proper test to be applied to an estimate of his 
character and career? There are two widely different points of 
view: the personal success of the man, and the effective value of 
his work in the high offices which he was called upon to fill. 

His personal career was one of uninterrupted brilliance, in 
which it would be difficult to say whether his opportunities or his 
capacity for turning them to advantage counted for the greater 
factor. Inheriting a great literary name, the son of a learned 
and conscientious judge, himself a distinguished member of 
Balliol, the personal friend of politicians like Girapstone and 
RounvEtt Parmer and of ecclesiastics like Kente and New- 
MAN, and a supporter of the popular side in politics, he 
found a door wide open for him at the Bar, in Society, and 
in the House of Commons. Even without such advantages 
he would have forced his way to the front. To a commanding 
figure he added a graceful oratorical manner, a logical mind, 
a caustic wit, and a singularly beautiful voice, which could charm 
both juries and political audiences, and even judges, into 
the temporary assimilation of any required fallacy. More than 
all, he had a double dose of that “gude conceit of 
himsel’” which even typical Scotchmen must have envied 
him, and which is nowhere more useful than in legal and 
political work. The combination of these qualities and oppor- 
tunities seemed to whirl him along in a succession of triumphs. 
When he joined the Western Circuit, in 1846, it was in 
its palmy days, overflowing with talent; but he soon made his 
mark there, and engaged in that lifelong rivalry with KarsLake 
which only ended with the blindness which disabled his opponent. 
He did not seriously turn his attention to politics until he had 
thoroughly established his position at the Bar: a shrewd absten- 
tion which he terminated by a dramatic coup, when he challenged 
Karsiake for the two seats at Exeter, each supported by a 
political “ junior,” and, after a hot contest, carried off the double 
event for his party, and was acclaimed first favourite for a seat as 
law officer, which he soon afterwards obtained. 

The stars in their courses seemed to fight for him. Mr. 
Giapstone’s first Government—under which he soon stepped 
from the Solicitor-Generalship to the Attorney-Generalship— 
lasted just long enough to enable him to claim the right of 
succession to the Chief Justiceship of the Common Pleas, 
vacant by the death of Bovii1, C.J. The difference of a 
few wecks would have handed the coveted prize to his political 
opponents, but his luck served him to the end, and twenty- 
eight years from his call to the Bar he was installed in the 
Junior Chief Justiceship, and rewarded with a peerage; while, 
seven years later, he succeeded, on the death of CocknuRN, to the 
Lord Chief Justiceship of England. Here he became the sole chief 
of all the Common Law Divisions, now united into one under 
the policy of the Judicature Acts which as Attorney-General he 
had helped to pass—and here he sat for the last thirteen years 
of his life, charged not only with the ordinary duties of the office, 
but with the responsibilities of watching over and guiding the 
development of that policy of which he had been the godfather 
in the House of Commons. So much for the brilliance of his 
professional and political career, which has not often been sur- 


But outside these he long sustained his literary reputation, 
and for many years his was a favourite figure and voice in 
li and memorial addresses and after-dinner speeches, all 
of which he executed with a lightness of touch and an elegance 
of diction which showed the master hand. To add to his social 


distinction, his earlier years were shared by a partner as accom- 
plished as himself, whose crayon portraits were at one time a 
regular and welcome feature on the walls of the Royal Academy. 

If, however, we turn to estimate the effective yaluc of his 


he so eloquently voiced. He left both about six years later 
with an unimpaired reputation as a brilliant personality, but 
leaving the impression that, except on the party programme, he 
was not a serious reformer, and certainly that in all matters 
touching the perquisites of the Attorney-General he was the most 
stern and unbending of Conservatives. His personal attack upon | 
Professor Fawcett, who inaugurated the discussion of the changes 
in this direction since adopted, will not soon be forgotten, and 
did much to chill the admiration of philosophical Radicals. 


As a judge he has left no great mark. It is doubtful 
whether he even aspired to be thought a great lawyer; he 
certainly did not make any effort to compete with the reputa- 
tion of colleagues like Jxsszr, Bramwett, HaAnnen, and 
Bowen. He was happiest when sitting with a more learned 
brother, and using his ready wit-and fluent tongue to throw 
into graceful and epigrammatic English the conclusions 
suggested by the puisne. Occasionally a cause célébre would 
stir him into a more alert energy, as in Zhe Mogul con. 
spiracy case, which touched his political sympathies, and in 
which his judgment was upheld by the Court of Appeal and the 
House of Lords. But he never wrestled with principles and 
authorities in the enjoyment of solving a difficult problem when 
there was no public to watch him, like Jessen or BraMwELu or 
Bowen ; and as he grew older his carelessness rather increased, 

But it is as first of the new line of Chief Justices that he will 
be principally and perhaps most severely judged. If he had 
presided in quieter times of legal reform his shortcomings 
would not have been noticed. As President on ceremonial 
occasions he left nothing to seek in dignity, urbanity, and 
graceful eloquence; and he seldom failed to impress upon a 
crowded court his own standard of propriety in behaviour. If 
he failed rather conspicuously on one occasion—that of the 
Baccarat case—it may be urged in extenuation that Society 
rampant is a difficult creature to repress. Buta Chief Justice 
has now the responsible position of the permanent chief ina 
body of qguasi-legislators, upon whom the effective working of 
the procedure and business of the court practically depends. ,; 
Lord CoLERIDGE never seriously realized this position. Coocx- 
burN might be pardoned for being genuinely hostile to the 
policy of the Judicature Acts ; he was in no way responsible for 
them; he loved the older forms, and honestly thought them 
better, and cared not who knew it. But CoLzrmce: was respon- 
sible as Attorney-General for the new procedure; had joined in 
creating the body and the duties over which he was afterwards 
to preside, and ought not to have been indifferent. With Oocx- 
BuRN hostile and Coteripex indifferent, the policy of those Acts 
would never have had even a fair trial but for the energy, 
ability, and determination of the then Master of the Rolls. But 
the Queen’s Bench Division has latterly gone from bad to 
worse. Lord CoLermcr was not obstructive or courageous 
enough to resist change. If the Press clamoured for change 
the country might have it, but he never made it part of his duty 
to think out on his own responsibility what reform would be 
effective, On the contrary, he at times indulged in easy 
sarcasm on the probable uselessness of the alterations that he 
and the other judges were making. We have seen a constant 
series of ppl, dt changes in circuits, grouped counties, 
London sittings, pleadings, procedure, and other matters which 
have bewildered counsel hal solicitors, and alienated the con- 
fidence of suitors. At the moment of Lord Corzripan’s death 
it may fairly be said that the greatest court of the greatest com- 
mercial empire in the world is denuded of commercial business. 

Human nature is mixed, and our estimate of the late Chief 
Justice is mixed. He had in a marked degree all the brilliant 
faculties that conduce to personal advancement, but few of the 
solid qualities that make the steps gained in that advance foot- 
prints in the sands of time. All those who a quarter of a 
century ago looked forward to Corxnmox’s opening political 
and judicial career, and who look back upon it now, will 
probably feel that he was oninium consensu capax imperii nisi 





imporasset, 
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work in the high offices which he held, we feel that there is 
something to seek—that after all this personal brilliance and 
successful career there is no great result to sum up. He 
entered Parliament and took office as the “rising hope of 
the stern and unbending philosophical Radicals,” whose ideas 
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MANAGING CLERKS AS ADVOCATES. 


Tux Divisional Court (Cave and Henn Ooxtis, JJ.) have held, 
affirming the decision. of Judge Snaccz in the Thame County 
Court, that solicitors’ clerks, although themselves duly qualified 
solicitors, and although acting generally in an action or matter 
in a county court, , oh no right of audience. The result 
depends upon an extremely rigorous interpretation of section 72 
of the County Courts Act, 1888, and appears to be in opposition 
to the obvious intention of the section. By section 10 of the 
County Courts Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 54), it was enacted as 
follows :—‘‘ It shall be lawful for the to the suit or other 
proceeding, or for an attorney of one of her Majesty’s superior 
courts of record being an attorney acting generally in the 
action for such party, but not an attorney retained as an advo- 
cate by such first-mentioned attorney, or for a barrister 


to address the court, but subject to such regulations as the judge poem 


may from time to time prescribe for the orderly transaction of 
the business of the court.” The effect of this enactment was con- 
sidered in Ex parte Rogers (L. R. 3 0. P. 490), the question raised 
in that case being, as stated by Bovrut, O.J., ‘‘ whether a duly 
qualified attorney was Bese from ap ing as attorney for 
a suitor in the county court by reason of his acting as managi 
clerk to another attorney.” It was held that there was nothing 
in the mere fact of his being clerk to another attorney to prevent 
his being heard as attorney in the cause, but that before he 
could be heard he must bring himself within the words of the 
statute. ‘‘He must,” said Bovii1, C.J., ‘satisfy the require- 
ment of the statute by shewing that he is the attorney acting 
generally in the cause,” and whether he had brought himself with- 
in this description was a question of fact to be decided by the 
county court judge. The county court judge had decided this 
question against the attorney who claimed to be heard, and 
although upon the evidence it is not clear that the decision was 
right, it must be taken that the attorney was in fact acting 
mig. fag clerk to another. The ap arent effect of this decision 
was that though a solicitor’s clerk, being himself a qualified 
solicitor, was not precluded from audience merely by reason of 
his being such clerk, yet he was precluded in any particular 
matter in which he acted as clerk. In other words, he could not 
appear on behalf of his employer, but he could appear in any 
matter which he was allowed to undertake on his own account. 


This being the state of the law under the Act of 1852, we 
have to consider how it is affected by section 72 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888. The commencement of the section simply 
reproduces the earlier provision: “It shall be lawful for any 
party to an action or matter, or for a solicitor being a solicitor 
acting generally in the action or matter for such party, but not 
a solicitor retained as an advocate by such first-mentioned solici- 
tor, or for a barrister . . . to address the court, but subject to 
such regulations,” &c, So far the section must have the same 
effect as, under the decision in Hr parte Rogers, was to be given 
to section 10 of the Act of 1852. A solicitor, therefore, is not dis- 
qualified by reason of his being in the employment of another 
solicitor, but he is disqualified in respect of all matters in which 
he acts on behalf of his employer. Then we come to words 
which were inserted in the Act of 1888, and which presumably 
were intended to alter the law. They are as follows :—‘“ The 
right of a solicitor to address the court shall not be excluded by 
reason only that he is in the permanent and exclusive employment of 
any other solicitor.” It is possible that these w were in- 
tended merely to give legislative sanction to the opinions expressed 
in Ex parte j et a that a solicitor is not to be precluded from 
audience by reason only of his being clerk to another solicitor, 
and that they contemplated the case of a solicitor in such a 
— being allowed to undertake work on his own account. 

ut if so, then, as we pointed out on a former occasion in dis- 
cussing Judge Swaccr’s decision in the present case, the words 
go too far. A solicitor who is thus allowed to practise on his 
own account cannot be said to be in the “ exclusive em oy 
ment” of his principal. The same solicitor is not likely 
employed as clerk under two independent principals, and if the 
words ‘exclusive employment” are to Save any meaning at 
all, they must refer to the case of a solicitor who is, by the 
terms of his employment, debarred from taking any outside 
work at all. The additional words, therefore, in the Act of 


1888 contemplate that a solicitor may have the right of audience 


in the county court although the only cases in which he can 
ap are cases which he conducts on behalf of another 
solicitor. 

Mr. Justice Cave appears to have taken this view, and he 
admitted that the additional words have no effect at all unless 
they secure the right of audience for a solicitor who is clerk to 
another solicitor, and is acting as such. But there is the further 
question whether they are to be allowed to have any effect, and 
this depends on the relation in which they stand to the earlier 
part of the section. It is clear that they do not directly 
confer upon any class of ore a right of audience. They 
only say that a certain of persons—that is, upon the 
above construction, solicitors’ clerks acting as such not 
be excluded. But there can be no question of exclusion 
unless, on the governing words of the enactment, there is a 
ibility of this class being included; and hence we are 
referred back to the general class described by the terms, ‘‘A 
solicitor being a solicitor acting ly in the action.” Now, 
in Ex parte Rogers, the court, in applying the corresponding 
words of the Act of 1852, read them as ugh, in any particular 
case, the solicitor referred to must be the “solicitor acting 

enerally in the action.” In the present case Henn Coxxus, J., 
a taken the same view, and Cave, J., has felt bound to concur. 
This solicitor, it is further said, must be the solicitor actually 
retained by the client, and hence the class upon whom the section 
in the first instance confers the right of audience is necessarily 
confined to solicitors who are carrying on business on their own 
account. Only such a solicitor can be “the solicitor acting 
generally in the action,” and solicitors’ clerks are excluded, not 
on the specific ground of their employment, but because they 
cannot in the first instance bring themselves within the class 
described in the section, 

The answer to this seems to be that in Er parte Rogers the 
attention of the court was not called to the exact meaning to be 
given to the indefinite article in section 10 of the Act of 1852, 
whether it is at all times to be read, “a solicitor acting gene- 
rally,” &c., or whether in applying the section to a particular 
case it must run, “the solicitor gee anys &c.; and 
therefore, although the section was so in that case, yet the 
decision is not conclusive of the point. Moreover, it does not 
seem correct to separate the subsequent words in section 72 of 
the Act of 1888 so entirely from the earlier words. The later 
words expressly say that solicitors’ clerks are not to be excluded 
on the ground of their employment, and this fact makes it neces- 

so to read the earlier words, if possible, as primd facie to 
include solicitors’ clerks. The idea of the i as ap- 
pearing from the whole section, was that under the words “a 
solicitor acting generally,” &c., a solicitor’s clerk might properly 
be included, but that the fact of his being only a clerk 
raised doubts on the point. Hence the proviso was added that 
this fact should not be a disqualification. It may be admitted 
that the drafting of the section is defective, but surely the 
correct construction is that which, without doing violence to any 
part, gives a reasonable effect to the whole. 

While, however, we think that the court might very well 
have come to an opposite decision, it must be assumed now that 
the question is settled, and that a solicitor who undertakes 
— court work must either make sure of being able to 
attend to it himself, or must employ a barrister. The result is 
inconvenient to solicitors and prejudicial to the public. The 
employment of counsel is y out of the question, and it is 
equally impossible for a solicitor in considerable practice to 

~~ t he will attend © Sranhaee bh ceca eloweiy 

ey are of special importance. He em i already 

upon matters of far greater confidence responsibility than 

the ordinary run of county court work, and without such assist- 

ance business could not be carried on. We trust that the 

Tnoo ted Law Society will at once take steps to have the 
law on a more satisfactory footing. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 
ProcEDURE.—The Supreme Court of Judicature (Procedure) Bill 
has been read a third time in the House of Commons. 








BILLs PASSED INTO Law,—The Royal Assent was given on the 18th 
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inst. to the Industrial and Provident Societies Act, 1893, Amend- 
ment; the Solicitors’ Examination; the Trustee Act, 1893, Amend- 
ment; and the Public Works Loans Bills; and to a number of Pro- 
visional Order and private Bills, 


REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 


A Manual of the Law and Practice in Affiliation Proceedings, with 
Statutes and Forms, Table of Gestation, Forms of Agreement, &c. 
By W. Hotioway Bort, Solicitor. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Articled Clerk’s Guide to, and Self-preparation for, the Inter- 
mediate Examination as it now exists on Stephen’s Commentaries on 
the Laws of England, containing a complete Course of Study, with 
Statutes, Questions, and Advice, and also a complete Selected Digest 
of the whole of the Questions and Answers hitherto set at the 
Examinations of those parts of Stephen’s Commentaries now 
examined on. By JoHn INDERMAUR, Solicitor. Stevens & Haynes. 


Reports of Cases in Bankruptcy and Companies Winding up 
decided in the High Court of Justice, the Court of Appeal, and the 
House of Lords. Edited by Epwarp Manson, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


CLEMENTS v. LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY CO.—No. 1, 
15th June. 


Isrant—Contract or ServicEe—AGREEMENT NOT TO SUE EMPLOYER UNDER 
Emptoyers’ Liasitity Act, 1880—AGREEMENT FOR BENEFIT OF INFANT— 
VaLipiry. 


fares from the judgment of the Queen’s Bench Division (Mathew and 
Collins, JJ.) affirming the judgment of the judge of the Bloomsbury County 
Court (reported «ante, p. 237). The action was under the Employers’ 
Liability Act, 1880, for damages for personal injuries. The damages 
were upon, the sole question being whether the plaintiff, who was 
an infant at the time when the action was brought, was precluded from 
suing the defendants by reason of an agreement which he signed when he 
entered their service as a porter. The plaintiff, when he entered the 
defendants’ service, signed a declaration form requesting to be admitted a 
member of the London and North-Western Railway Insurance Society 
aud agreeing to be bound by the rules thereof; and he also signed the 
following memorandum of agreement: ‘‘It is hereby mutually agreed 
between the London and North-Western Railway Co. (hereinafter referred 
to as the employers) and William James Clements (hereinafter referred to 
the employee) who has requested to be admitted a member of the London 
and North-Western Railway Insurance Society, under scale A, as follows : 
The employers agree to contribute to the funds of the said society a sum 
equivalent to five-sixths of the premiums from time to time payable by 
the said emplo} ce under the rules of the said society, such contribution to 
be paid to the secretary of the said society, whose receipt for the same 
be a sufficient discharge. In consideration thereof the said employee 
agrees to accept such contribution and any advantages to which he may 
be entitled under the rules of the said society in satisfaction and in lieu 
of any claims which he or his personal representatives, or other person or 
pereons entitled in case of his death, might or would otherwise have had 
under or by reason of the provisions of the Employers’ Liability Act, 
1880, or any Act or Acts amending the same.’’ Under scale A the plain. 
tiff paid 2d. a week, and was entitled to a weekly allowance of 14s. in case 
of temporary disablement by accident whilst in the discharge of duty and 
in the company’s service, and a sum of £80 in case of permanent disable- 
ment or death. The rules provided (inter alia) that if three days were 
allowed to elapse before a claim was made he should be liable to forfeit 
all benefit up to the date upon which the claim was made, and no claim 
should be recognized by the committee in respect of any accident which, 
through negligence, was not reported to the secretary within a month 
from the date of the accident ; that if in the opinion of the committee the 
accident wa: caused wilfully or by gross negligence on the part of the 
insured, the insurance might, as respects any claim arising out of that 
accident, be disallowed ; that the allowance might, in the discretion of the 
, be forfeited if the injured person was intoxicated, and a 

penalty not exceeding one week’s allowance might be inflicted if such 
verson was out of his house after 9 p.m. ; that any person who was guilty 
of criminal misconduct should forfeit all claim; and that the insurance 


8 wuld cease ve a member leaving the defendants’ service. The county 
court j held that the contract was for the benefit of the infant and 
was ing on him, and gave judgment for the defendants. The 


visional Court affirmed this judgment. 
Tux Cover (Lord Esnex, M.R., Kay and A. L. Surrn, L JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 


Lord Esuru, M.R., said that the plaintiff, as part of the terms upon 
which he entered the defendant's service, signed this agreement. It was 
of his contract of service. The plaintiff, while still an infant, 
assumed to throw aside and repudiate this agreement. The question was 


It was for the court to say whether it was for’his benefit. If there were 
no agreement the plaintiff could only obtain compensation by bringing an 
action and proving negligence. That was sometimes difficult to prove, 
But even if he proved it the amount recovered would be seriously en- 
croached upon by costs which he could not recover against the company, 
Further, the plaintiff would get considerable compensation in cases where 
he would have no legal claim against the company. No doubt there were 
some disadvantages, but that did not prevent the agreement being for the 
benefit of the infant when the court said that the advantages greatly 
exceeded the disadvantages. The agreement, therefore, was for the 
benefit of the infant, and was binding upon him. 

Kay, L.J., concurred In his opinion this agreement was es of the 
contract of service, and, that teing so, the question was whether the 
agreement was for the benefit of the infant, and if it was the caurt would 
niot allow the infant to repudiate it. His lordship agreed that this agree. 
ment, taken as a whole, was for the benefit of the infant. But even 
supposing this was not a labour contract, did the same law apply? 
He could not find any definition laying down how far this law extended. 
Ce: tain decisions shewed that this law extended also to marriage settle. 
ments made by infants. In his opinion, this contract came within the 
same law, even if it was not a labour contract, and being voidable only, if 
it was for the benefit of the infant, the court would not allow him, while 
still an infant, to repudiate it. The appeal therefore failed. 

A. L. Surru, L.J., concurred. Primd facie, this contract, being a con- 
tract of labour, was binding upon the infant as being for his benefit. 
But if the court saw that it was not for his benefit, it would hold that it 
was not binding upon him. This contract was for the infant’s benefit, 
and must be held to be binding upon him.—CovunsgL, Minton Senhouse ; 
Montagu Shearman. Soxscrrons, Noon § Clarke ; OC. H. Mason. 

| Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HOOD-BARRS v. CATHCART (No. 1)—No. 1, 16th June. 


Marrigep Woman—Serarate Estate—Restraint ON ANTICIPATION— 
ARREARS OF INCOME ACCRUING DUE AFTER JUDGMENT—LIABILITY TO 
Execurion—Maxrriep Women’s Prorgrty Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 
75), ss. 1, 19. 

Appeal from an order of the Queen’s Bench Division. On the 20th of 
April, 1893, the plaintiff recovered judgment against the defendant, a 
married woman, for £1,723 7s. 9d. and costs, the ju ent being in the 
form settled in Scott v. Morley (36 W. R. 67, 20 Q. B. D. 120). On the 
11th of April, 1894, Lawrance, J., at chambers appointed a receiver of the 
rents of certain real property, which became due to the defendant on the 
25th of March, 1894, and had been received by her agent. By the defend- 
ant’s marriage settlement these rents were settled upon her for her sepa- 
rate use without power of anticipation. ‘The Divisional Court affirmed the 
order for a receiver. The defendant contended that arrears of rents, as to 
which she was restrained from anticipation, accruing due after the judg- 
ment, could not be taken in execution. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., Kay and A. L. Sarru, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. 

Kay, L J., read the judgment of the court. The restraint of a married 
woman from anticipating her income was an invention, it was stated, of 
Lord Thurlow for the protection of a married woman. It had always 
been carefully guarded i invasion of any kind. In Pike vy. Fits- 
gibbon (29 W. R. 551, 17 Ch. D. 454) it was held that, if at the date of the 
married woman’s contract she had no separate property free from such 
restraint, an action against her on that contract must fail. She had no 
power to contract except as to the free separate property to which she 
was entitled at the time of making the contract. Consequently, if she 
had no such property at the time when she made that contract, any 
separate property which she might afterwards acquire could not be 
affected by the action. So also if she had free separate property at the 
time of the contract, only that property could be reached, and not any 
which she might afterwards acquire. The Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, was after that decision. Section 1, sub-section 2, 
provided that in respect and to the extent of her separate property a 
married woman might contract and might sue and be sued in contract, 
tort, or otherwise as if she were a feme sole. By sub-section 4 every 
contract of a married woman was to bind, not only the separate property 
to which she was entitled at the date of the contract, but also all separate 
property which she might thereafter acquire. Section 19 provided that 
notifing in the Act “‘ shall interfere with or render inoperative any restric- 
tion against anticipation.’”’ Sub-section 4 enab the creditor of a 
married woman to obtain satisfaction of his claim, not only out of any 
free separate property which she had at the time of contracting the debt, 
but also out of any which she might thereafter acquire. ‘Tho same 
applied also in the case of actions of tort or otherwise. Did this apply 
to separate property as to which at the time of the contract and judgment 
she was restrained from anticipation? Of course it did not until the restraint 
was removed. But when that restraint was removed, if it was removed, by 
the income becoming payable, could it be intercepted under this statute 
before the actual receipt of it by the married woman? Under the ordinary 
form of this restraint any alienation before the fund reached the wife’s 
hauds would seem to be forbidden, although the income might be due to 
her when the alienation was attempted. The alienation of a capital sam 
to which the wife was absolutely entitled might be preven’ in like 
manner: Baggett v. Meux (1 Coll. 138; affirmed, 1 Ph. 627), Re Bown, 
O’ Halloran vy. King (83 W. R. 58, 27 Ch. D. 411). There were cases in 


which the restraint had been treated as being at an end as to income which 
had become due, but was in the hands of a tenant or trustee, and had not 





been paid over to the married woman: Pemberton v. M’ Gill (8 W. BR. 290, 


June 23, 1893. 


whether the agreement, taken as a whole, was for the benefit of the infant. 











BSESHYSQOSPVMBESHSTRPARSE ER erweeceae | 


Sasa y 


BSEBEFESESS8S8ssaec 












THE  SOLICIFORS' JOURNAL, 


Whe Set: wht 


[Vol. 38.] 563 


SO eee 















June 23, 


— 





But in them 





1 Dr. & Sm. 266). 1 


worded. 


alienation ; and therefore the creditor could not attach them by any means. 
But, sup 
became e lost the restraint and was free se 
the intention of section 19 to prevent this income being affected. 
enabled after-acquired property to be affected, but provided that nothing 
in the Act should interfere with or render inoperative any restraint on 
anticipation. If arrears of income which accrued due after the judgment 
could be reached in this way, the Act would have interfered with the 
restraint on anticipation as hitherto understood. This would be an inter- 
ference with such restraint which, if it had been intended, should have 
been expressed in the Act in explicit terms. In the absence of an express 
enactment to that effect, the true conclusion was that this was not the 
intention or effect of the statute. It was necessary, however, to 
examine the decisions on the point before and after the Act of 1882. 
His lordship then referred to Claydon v. Finch (L. R. 15 Eq. 266, 21 W. R. 
Dig. 146) (which he said seemed to have been overruled by the decision in 
Re Glanvill (34 W. R. 309, 31 Ch. D. 532)), Re Andrews (34 W. R. 62, 30 
Ch. D. 159), Re Shakespeare (33 W. R. 744, 30 Ch. D. 169), Palliser v. 
Gurney (35 W. R. 760, 19 Q. B. D. 519), Stogdon v. Lee (389 W. R. 467; 
1891, 1 Q. B. 661), Harrison v. Harrison (36 W. R. 748, 13 P. D. 180), 
Leak v. Driffield (38 W. R. 93, 24 Q. B. D. 98), Hyde v. Hyde (36 W. R. 
708, 13 P. D. 166), Cox v. Bennett (39 W. R. 401; 1891, 1 Ch. 617), Whit- 
taker v. Kershaw (39 W. R. 22, 45 Ch. D. 320) (as to which his lordship 
eaid that it seemed difficult to reconcile this decision with Stogdon v. Lee), 
Pelton Brothers v. Harrison (39 W. R. 689; 1891, 2 Q. B. 422), Stanley v. 
Stanley (26 W. R. 310, 7 Ch. D. 589), Chapman v. Biggs (11 Q. B. D. 27, 31 
W. R. Dig. 8), Draycott v. Harrison (34 W. R. 546, 17 Q. B. D. 147), 
Holtby v. Hodgson (38 W. R. 68, 24 Q. B. D. 103), and Re Lynes (41 W. R. 
488 ; 1893, 2 Q. B. 113). In their lordships’ opinion it was not intended 
by the Act of 1882 to enable a judgment against a married woman to be 
enforced against arrears of her separate estate accruing due afterwards, as 
to which she was restrained from anticipation, either by a receiver, seques- 
tration, charging order, or any kind of process. They were, therefore, of 
opinion that the order for a receiver should be discharged, with costs. With 
respect to contracts entered into by a married woman after the 5th of De- 
cember, 1893, it was enacted by the Married Women’s Property Act, 1893, 
that they might have effect against her free separate property su uently 
acquired, though she had none &t the date of the contract, and might be 
enforced by process of law against all property which she might thereafter 
have while discovert. But property which she was restrained from antici- 
pating was excepted. ‘That statute did not séem to affect, as to future 
contracts and judgments, the question decided in the present case.—Coun- 
sBL, Bartley Dennis and W. E. Barling. Soutcrrors, Hood-Barrs § Co. 
[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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HOOD-BARRS v. CATHCART (No. 2)—No. 2, 18th June. 
Practice—Costs—Sgqu ksTRATION— Rents in ARREAR—MARRIED Women’s 
Prorerty Act, 1893, s. 2. 


Appeal from an order of North, J., of the 28th of April, 1894. On the 
9th of June, the 21st of June, and the 19th of October, 1893, Mrs. Cathcart, 
who is tenant for life of certain real estate to her separate uee without 
power of anticipation, was ordered to pay to Mr. Hood-Barrs three sums 
in respect of costs which have been taxed. These three orders were made 
on motion or summons by Mrs. Cathcart. Each order directed that 
execution against Mrs. Cathcart was to be limited to her separate estate 
not subject to any restraint on anticipation, unless by reason of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 19, that property should be 
liable to execution notwithstanding such restruint. On the 15th of 
January, 1894, Mr. Hood-Barrs obtained an order giving him liberty to 





on anticipation. On the 28th of April, 1894, Mr. Hood-Barrs moved (1) to 

estate due on the 25th of March, and then in arrear from her tenants, or 

rents in arrear, which did not become due until after the orders for pay- 

writ or to a receiver. Mr. Hood-Barrs appealed. 

general question involved in this case was dealt with in the judgments 

judge (North, J.) took a correct view of the general question, and that his 
omen’s Property Act, 1893. That section is as follows:—‘‘In any 

pending shall have jurisdiction by judgment or order from time to 

the appointment of a receiver, and the sale of the property or otherwise 


the restriction must have been peculiarly 
If the restriction in this case was in the ordinary form, a short 
answer to the claim to appoint a receiver would be that, notwithstanding 
that the rents were in arrear, they were still subject to the restraint upon 


ing that this was not so, and that, in this case, income after it 
parate property, was it not 
The Act 





summons by Mrs. Cathcart herself they were made So eens 
instituted by her, notwi that the matter in they were 
made was instituted by the petition of the present appellant or Messrs. 
Lumley. It is unnecessary to decide whetlier that contention was correct. 
Assuming it to be so, we are of opinion that the section does not give the 
court jurisdiction to alter or vary an order for payment of costs made 
before the Act came into operation, or to make now a new order for pay- 
ment of the same costs. The appeal must be dismissed with costs.— 
Counsg., Hopkinson, Q.C., and Bartley Dennis. Soxscrrons, Hood-Barrs ; 
H. R. Elion, . 






























































[Reported by C. F. Duxcax, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re RYMER, RYMER v. STANFIELD—Chitty, J., 12th June. 


Wu1—Cuarrrasts Lecacy—Consrruction—Larsep Caanrry—Far.ure or 
Oxnsrct—Cy pris—Larsep Leeacy. 
ueathing divers 


The testator by his will, made in August, 1883, after 
uniary legacies to the persons therein mention » devised and 
ueathed all his estate and effects to his trustees on trust, inter alia, to 
pay and appropriate the legacies thereinbefore and thereinafter given. 
And subject to and after satisfaction of such legacies and the 
duties thereon, the said testator gave divers c le legacies in the 
following terms: ‘‘I give the following charitable legacies to the following 
institutions and persons tively . . . that is to say:—to the 
rector for the time being of St. Thomas’s Seminary for the Education of 
Priests in the diocese of Westminster for the ra of such seminary 
£5,000, and I direct that the said rector shall at his discretion make a 
settlement thereof by deed in the names of proper trustees eo as to make 
the same a permanent fund, and I direct that the candidates to be educated 
out of the income of this bequest shall be nominated from time to time by 
the rector for the time being of such seminary ; and I request, but not asa 
condition of this bequest, that a yearly mass for the repose of my soul may 
be said at the said ae in tuity, and that a yearly mass for the 
same object may be said during life by each of the ag ed hem 
been educated wholly or in part on this foundation. Also the following 
legacies.’’ ‘Then followed a legacy to the gees of Westminster for 
the pur of the Westminster Diocesan Education Fund, and other 
charitable legacies for various objects. There were two codicils to the will 
dated respectively in April, 1890, and in May, 1893, which are not material 
to this report. The testator died in June, 1893. It appeared that at the 
date of the testator’s will there existed at Hammersmith a for 
the education of Roman Catholic priests for the diocese of Westminster. 
It was established there in 1869 was known as St. Thomas's » 
and it was carried on there without break from the time of its establish- 
ment until March, 1893 (that was to say, until a few months before the 
testator’s death), when it was closed. seminary had a rector and a 
vice-rector and a complete staff of professors and teachers. It was 
supported partly by payments made by or on behalf of the students and 
persly by the income of funds belonging to the Roman Catholic diocese of 
Westminster and iy age to the . For some time previously to 
its being closed it had been found that the expenses of carrying on the 
seminary exceeded the resources available therefor. It was also found that 
the situation was unhealthy for students and not suitable for the purpose. 
When the seminary at Hammersmith was closed the property was sold. 
The students were removed to the seminary at Oscott, near B » 
but the staff of professors and teachers was not transferred to that institu- 
tion. The seminary at Oscott then and at the testator’s death had a rector 
(the Bishop of Birmingham), a vice-rector, and a staff of professors and 
teachers of its own. Since the removal of the students from St. Thomas's 
the Oscott institution had carried on the education of priests for the 
diocese of Westminster and also (as previously) for the diocese of Birming- 
ham and other Roman Catholic dioceses in England. The question arose 
whether the legacy of £5,000 had, under the circumstances, or was 
applicable cy pres. 
Currry, J., said that Oscott was a different institution, although one of 
its purposes was the same as that of St. Thomas’s Seminary, and that he 
found as a fact that St. ‘Thomas’s Seminary, which existed m 1883, when 
the testator made his will, had ceased to exist at his death. On the 
construction of the gift his lordship held that it was a gift to a particular 
charitable institution for the purposes of the institution. The rector, under 
the discretionary power conferred on him to make a settlement of the 
legacy as a permanent fund, could not have directed the income to be 
lied otherwise than for the purposes of the . The form of the 


a 
ait, in other particulars, tended to confirm the opinion that the benefit of the 
ft was confined to the lar institution. Fisk v. Attorney-General (15 
. R. 1200, L. R. 4 Eq. 521) established the rule that, where a legacy was 
a pee toa icular table institution at the date of the 
wil], and the institution had to exist testator’s death, the 


legacy failed and lapse 
That case, decided in 1 
(33 W. R. 821, 20 Ch. D. 560), and — 

Appeal in Re Slevin, Slevin v. Hepburn (39 W. R. 578; 1891,2 Ch. 236). Bis 
lordship was bound by Fist v. 4 ttorney-General, which was aleo, eg 
right in a, a reasonable limitation on the doctrine 
charity was favo’ zr The cases cited for the A’ 
were consistent, with Fist v. Attorney 

Loscombe v. Wintringham (13 Beay, 87) and Re 
2K. & J. 615) there was not 
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issue a writ of sequestration to recover the said three sums of costs against 
the separate estate of Mrs. Cathcart, with the same proviso as to restraint 
continue an injunction granted by the vacation judge on the 29th of 
March, 1894, restraining Mrs. Cathcart from receiving the rents of her real 
(2) in the alternative for a second writ of sequestration, or (3) for the 
appointment of a receiver of the rents in arrear. North, J., held that the 
ment made in 1893, could not be taken in execution under the — 
writ of sequestration, and that Mr. Hood-Barrs was not entitled to a f. 

Tue Court (Linpiey and Davey, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Davey, LJ., in delivering the judgment of the court said: The 
delivered by the other division of this court on Saturday in the case of 
Hood-Barrs vy. Cathcart, and it follows from that decision that the learned 
judgment on the main point ought to be affirmed in this case. But the 
ie raised another point founded on section 2 of the Married 
action or epee now or hereafter instituted by a woman, or by a next 
friend on her behalf, the court before which such action or ST is 

time 
to order payment of the costs of the opposite party ont of property which 
is subject to a restraint on anticipation, and may enforce such payment by 
as may be just.” It is eaid that these three orders are orders for payment 
of costs, and inasmuch as they were made on applications by motion or 








the date of the will. MaersA v. At General 
cetae Seaeenm, w08 









61), in which there was the 
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present case was indistinguishable in principle from Fisk v. Attorney-General, 

and his lordship held that the legacy lapsed.—Covunsg., Levett, Q.C., and 

T. L. Wilkinson; Byrne, Q.C., and Stokes; Sir J. Rigby, A.G., and Ingle 

Joyce, Sorscitons, Frank Richardson § Sadler ; Hare § Co.; Witham § Co. 
[Reported by J. F. Wary, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re SNAITH, SNAITH v. SNAITH—North, J., 19th June. 
Wuut—Severance or Lecacy—Inrermepiate Income. 


The testator, who died on the 15th of June, 1885, devised and 
bequeathed his property to his trustees and executors “‘in trust to hold 
tke same on good security,’’ so as to provide for two annuities of £100 and 
two legacies of £2,000, and the will proceeded :—‘‘ And my trustees will 
hold the sum of £2,000 npon trust, to invest the same in good security and 
to pay the same to the five sons of my late brother John’’ (whom he 
named), i.e., ‘‘ £400 each when they attain twenty-one, and if any one or 
more die under that age to the survivors,’’ and the testator then gave the 
“* rest and residue ’’ of his estate to A. absolutely. This was an adjourned 
summons to determine whether the £2,000 legacy to the five sons of John 
(three of whom had attained the age of twenty-one years) was so severed 
that the legatees were entitled to intermediate income: Re Medlock (55 
L. J. Ch. 738, 54 L. T. 828), Dundas v. Wolfe Murray (11 W. R. 359, 1 
* H. & M. 425), Festing v. Allen (5 Hare, 575), and Re Judkins (32 W. R. 
407, 25 Ch. D. 743) were cited. 


Nortu, J., said: I think that the law is clear, the only difficulty is as 
to its application. Ifa legacy is severed for administrative purposes, it is 
not sufficient to amount to appropriation and carry the intermediate 
income to the legatee. If tne severance is for the purposes of the legacy, on 
the other hand the gift of the fund does carry the intermediate income. In 
the present case the testator’s intention was that the fund should be taken out 
of the estate and appropriated to the legacy. ‘The testator so clearly con- 
siders the whole fund as severed, that there is no express direction that it 
is to fall into residue in the event of the gift failing, which otherwise there 
would have been, although the words of the residuary gift would include 
this y if the gift had failed. The words ‘‘ invest on good security’’ 
also shew that the testator intended the fund to be set apart. I am 
unable to distinguish this case from Re Medlock, or rather the only distinc- 
tion I can make is that here the indications of an intention to sever are 
stronger than they were in that case, for here there is an absence of any 
indication of intention that any part of the legacy should fall into residue. 
Under these circumstances, as some of the children have attained twenty- 
one, no part of the legacy can fall into residue, and the investments with 
the intermediate income, belongs to the legatees. The costs must come 
out of the residue.—Counset, Theobald ; Micklem ; Yate Lee. Soxicrrors, 
Flux § Leadbitter, for W. H. Brett, Morpeth; Clarke, Greenwood, & Co., for 
Francis & Bates, Newcastle. 


[Reported by G, B. Hauritox, Barrister-at-Law.! 


Re BASSETT, BASSETT +. BASSETT—North, J., 15th June. 


Practice—Norice or Morton vor AtracHMent—Fiuinc notice ww Liev 
or Szexvice—R. 8. C., XLIV., 2; LXVIL., 4. 


This was a motion that the plaintiff in the above action, Matilda Bassett, 
might be at liberty to issue a writ of attachment against the defendant, 
Arthur Bassett, for his contempt in not having brought in certain 
accounts that had been directed in the action. The facts of the case were 
as follows: An order, bearing date the 26th of February, 1894, had been 
made on an originating summons for the administration of the estate of 
Dinah Bassett, widow, deceased, and directing the usual accounts and in- 
quiries. The defendant, who was the sole executor of the will, had not 
on the summons, and had also failed to comply with an order 
dated the 27th of May that he should bring in his accounts. The last 
order bore the usual indorsement that if the defendant neglected to obey 
he would be liable to attachment and process of execution. This order 
was served personally on the defendant, but was not complied with. The 
plaintiff, accordingly, filed the above notice of motion against the defend- 
ant: but ench notice was not served on him personally: Re Morris (38 
W. BR. 522, 44 Ch. D. 151) and Re Evans (41 W. R. 230; 1893, 1 Ch. 252) 
were relied on as shewing that such service might be dispensed with. 


Noxru, J., however, distinguished the present case from those cited, and 
refused to make an order. His lordship stated that he did not see how 
there could have been any difficulty in effecting personal service of the 
notice of motion.—Covnert, Clayton. Sorscrtors, Dennison & Co., for C, 
Brady, Birmingham. 


j Reporte! by J. Aeruve Peice, Barrister-at-Law 


MILLS +. JOHNSTON —Stirling, J., 6th June 


Wu1—Girr rox Sore Bewervir oy Lecater—Discurtion 01 
Bucur oy Lecatexr to neceive Payuent 


James Jonuston, the testator in thie action, by his will, dated the 24rd 
A June, 1290, geve to the plaintiff, the executor and trustee of hie will, 
all his extate and eflecte upon certain trusts, and appointed bis two 
Adett sms executors upon their respectively attaining the age of twenty- 
ome years, an age subsequently, by a codicil, changed to twenty-five 
years. The will also contained the following clausce: ‘‘I desire that 
£1,200 sterling shall be invested for the benefit and advantage of my 
det wom, James Annandale, on his attaining the age of twenty-one 
years, or as soon alter as practicable, mich eum te be applied to his 

or Other advancement at the discretion and j: ment of 
Mills, my executor and trustee, 1 desire that £1,000 sterling shall 


Executor 








be invested for the benefit and advancement of my second son, Charles 
Spread, on his attaining his majority—viz., twenty-one years—such sum 
to be applied as my executors and trustees in their discretion may think 
fit.” After making two similar provisions in favour of two other sons, 
the testator proceeded: ‘‘ The sums specified in the four p . 
graphs—viz., £1,200, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000—should be very judicloual 
invested, as they are intended specially for the advancement and pro- 
motion in life of the respective recipients.’’ The eldest and the second 
son of the testator had both attained the age of twenty-one years, and had 
both incumbered their shares under the will. The question now arose 
upon two summonses in the action, one taken out by the plaintiff executor, 
the other by the second son, C. 8. Johnston, as to whether the respective 
sums of £1,200 and £1,000 directed by the will to be invested and applied 
for the benefit of J. A. Johnston and OC. 8. Johnston were payable to them 
or whether the executor and trustee had a discretion in the application 
thereof. The sons contended that they were respectively enti to pay- 
ment of these sums. The executor claimed to exercise his discretion, w 
was given to him for the protection of the sons. 


Srrauine, J., said that it was to be borne in mind that the only per- 
sons to take a benefit under these gifts were the legatees themselves, 
There was no gift over, nor was there any discretion as to whether the 
whole or only part of the fund was to be applied. Was that a discretion 
which the law allowed to be vested in an executor? No doubt there were 
excellent reasons why the discretion should be exercised, and his lordship 
would have been glad to uphold it if he could. But the case seemed to 
him to come within the class of cases such as Gosling v. Gosling (Johns. 265, 
7 W. R. Ch. Dig. 93), where it had been held that a testator could not 
impose a fetter upon the enjoyment of an absolute gift. His decision 
might also have been based upon the ground that the discretion merely 
affected the mode of enjoyment, and that the court would not insist on a 
benefit being enjoyed modo et formé as the testator had directed. There 
was a strange absence of authority upon the point, but Re Skinner's Trust 
(8 W. R. 605, 1 J. & H. 102) and Lord Hatherley’s observations therein 
supported the view that the discretion could not be exercised.—CounseL 
Grosvenor Woods, Q.C., and Phillpotis; C. E. E. Jenkins ; Buckley, Q.C., and 
Bardswell; Hastings, Q.C., and Upjohn; Morshead; Fooks; M. Romer. 
Soricirors, Mear § Fowler ; Sole, Turner, § Knight; Robert Parker; R. 
Chapman. 

(Reported by Anno.tp Grover, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re THE LEICESTER MORTGAGE CO. (LIM.)—Stirling, J., 16th June. 


His lordship referred to the above case (reported anée, p. 531), and 
stated that North, J., had informed him that he had never intended to lay 
down any such rule as he is there stated to have laid down. What had 
happened was that in two cases North, J., had held the evidence before 
him insufficient ; but he had not intended to lay down any rule incon- 
sistent with what Stirling, J., had held in the present case, viz., that the 
production of a minute of a meeting of a company duly signed was, under 
section 67 of the Companies Act, 1862, primd facie evidence of the 
regularity of the meeting and of the resolutions passed. 


{Reported by Arnotp Groves, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re PARKER, MORGAN v. HILL—Kekewich, J., 16th June. 


Mortoace—Svureties—Co-suRgETIES—PAYMENT OFF OF MortGacEe Dest By 
Co-sungTIes—RIGHT TO PROVE AGAINST THE Estate or Oo-suRETY— 
Mercantite Law Amenpment Act (19 & 20 Vicr. c. 97), 8. 5. 


This was a summons to determine whether sureties under a mo 

who had paid off the mortgagee were entitled to prove for the full amount 
of the debt against the estate of a co-surety, or whether they could prove 
only for the amount for which as between co-sureties he was pro- 
portionately liable. The plaintiffs, two out of three co-sureties under a 
mortgage deed (by which it was provided that the sureties should, as 
between themselves and the mortgagee, be taken to be principal debtors), 
on default being made by the mortgagor, paid off the debt and took an 
assignment from the mortgagee of ‘‘ the principal and other debts and 
moneys by the indenture of mortgage covenanted to be paid,’’ with ‘full 
benefit of all the covenants, whether by mo: or or any other person, 
for payment of the debt, interest, and coste,’’ together with ‘‘ the benefit 
of all claims or proofs against the estate of the t co-surety so far as 
they related to the debt thereby assigned.’’ The plaintiffs claimed that 
they were entitled to the benefit of the proof or claim of the mortgagee 
against the estate of the third co-surety for the full amount of principal, 
interest, and costs which had been properly payable under the mortgage 
deed #o that they might have a dividend on the full amount provided that 
such dividend did not (as it was clear it would not) exceed one-third of the 
total amount of proof, that being the og which, as between sureties, 
the third surety was liable to pay. ‘The defendant contended that the 
proof would only lie for one-third of the total amount due under the 
mortgage, and that a dividend was only payable on that one-third. 


Kexewicu,J., held that the two sureties who had paid off the whole debt 
were entitled to stand in the shoes of their creditor (the mortgagee), both 
in accordance with the principles of natural justice and with the words of 
the Mercantile Law Amendment Act (19 & 20 Vict. c. 97), 6. 5, and that 
as the original creditor had the right to sue any surety for the whoue debt 
that right should not be restricted in their case, but that they were of 
course not entitled to actually recover more than the amount for which the 
third surety was as between co-sureties liable.—Counszi, Hadley; 7. B. 
Napier. Sorscirons, Oldman, Clatburn, 4 Oo., tor D. Havers, Norwich; 
Sharpe, Parker, & Co, 


(Reported by ©. C. Hunsiey, Barrister-at-Law.) 


June 23, 1894. 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 


THE QUEEN v. JUDGE SNAGGE, Ex parte THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY—Q. B. Div., 20th June. 
Souicrron — Manacine Cierk—Oovunty Covurt—Ricut or Avprmnce— 
SoLICITOR ACTING GENERALLY IN THE AcTion orn Marrer — County 

Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), s. 72. 


Rule nisi calling upon his Honour Judge Snagge, the judge of the 
Sorta of mactanten ch 


county court of Oxfordshire, to shew cause why a wri ould 
not issue directing him to hear Mr. Arthur Addison, a solicitor of the 
Supreme Court, on behalf of the defendant, in an action in that 
county court. Mr. Addison was managing clerk to a of solicitors 
who were retained on behalf of the defendant in the action, and he had 
been entrusted by the firm with the general conduct of the action. The 
question was whether he was entitled as of right to be heard on behalf of 
the defendant. The facts appear more fully from the judgment of 
Collins, J. Section 72 of the County Courts Act, 1888, provides as 
follows :—‘*‘ It shall be lawful for any party to an action or matter, or 
for a solicitor being a solicitor acting in the action or matter for 
such , but not a solicitor retained as an advocate by such first- 
mentioned solicitor, or for a barrister retained or on behalf of any 

y on either side, but without any right of usive audience, or by 
eave of the judge for any other person allowed by the judge to 
instead of any party to address the court, but subject to such regulations 
as the judge may from time to time prescribe for the orderly transaction 
of the business of the court, the right of a solicitor to address the court 
shall not be excluded by reason only that he is in the permanent and 
exclusive employment of any other solicitor.”’ 

Tue Court (Cave and Corus, JJ.) delivered considered judgments 
discharging the rule. 

Coins, J.—This is an order calling upon the juige of the county 
court cf Oxfordshire to shew cause why he should not one Arthur 
Addison, a solicitor of the Supreme Court, and to appear and 
address the court on behalf of one Silas Turner, the defendant in an 
action in the said county court. Mr. Addison is a fully qualified solicitor, 
and is the managing clerk to Messrs. Mallam & Co., who were the solicitors 
retained by the defendant in the action. At the hearing on January 25 
he, as he stated in ph 1 of the affidavit on which the order was 
obtained, ‘‘ on the instructions of his principals, the above-named Messrs. 
Mallam & Co., appeues for the defendant,’’ in whose favour the action 
was decided, and again, on February 22, he ns to a new 
trial, ‘‘ by the direction of his employers, the Messrs. & Co., 
and with the assent of the said defendant.’”’ He further avers that he has 
had the entire management on behalf of the defendant of the proceed- 
ings in the action from the commencement. It was on this last occasion 
—viz., February 22, on the motion for the new trial—that the question for 
our decision arose. Mr. Addison then claimed to be heard as of right to 
shew cause on behalf of the defendant, and the learned county court 
judge, while offering to hear him, declined to admit his claim to be heard 
asof right. The learned county court judge finds as a fact—and this was 


a matter of fact for his decision—that Mr. Addison was not the solicitor | generally 


acting generally in the action for the defendant, and that the firm of 
Mallam & Oo. were the solicitors so acting. The question turns upon the 
72nd section of the County Courts Act, 1888. [His lordship read the 
section and continued :—] The question is whether, under this 
of the above section, and on the facts as found by the learned judge, Mr. 
Addison was entitled as of right to be heard. ‘The learned judge has held 
that he was not. With the exception of the conch words the 
section is identical with that of the earlier Act, 15 & 16 c. 54, 8. 
10. Sir R. Webster, who argued for Mr. Addison, did not, indeed, admit 
that under the former Act his client would have had no right of audience, 
but his main contention was that the new words, at all events, made it clear 
that the right now existed. It is to be observed that the new words do not 
in terms confer any right on any person not entitled. They merely provide 
for the removal of a possible bar to a right otherwise com) . This 
throws us back on the first part of the section to see whether it conferred 
a primd facie right on Mr. Addison to address the court. If so, he 
not disabled from exercising such right the fact that he was in 
permanent and exclusive employment of Messrs. Mallam & Co. What, 
then, is the standard laid down by the section by which to determine 
whether a solicitor is entitled to address the court? Itis that he must 
be ‘‘a solicitor acting generally in the action or matter for a 
“——- or eae. Rn. this a a solicitor who —— retained 
y the party, but who appears only as the servant or agent 0 
or pt Seained under orders received from him or them? There is 
weighty authority under the former statute that it did not. [The learned 
judge then dealt with the cases of Reg. v. Spooner (18 L. T. N. 8. | 
Bookham vy. Potter, Ex parte Rogers (L. R. 3 C. P. 490), and contin 
In the latter case Bovill, C.J., said: ‘There is no in the fact 
gentleman being clerk to another to prevent his 
attorney in the cause. He must, however, satisfy the requirement 
statute by shewing that he is the attorney acting in the 
It is obvious, therefore, that the ju in that case thought that 
a — clerk might be retained by and act for the 


F 
Z 


I 


in the action, it would be a question of fact whether was acting 
as such or merely as clerk for somebody else, and that both the 
principal and the clerk could not at the same time be the attorney 
acting generally in the action, But it is suggested that all these 
learned judges did not realize or remember that the words of 


the statute are “an attorney’’ and not “the attorney”’ 


in theaction. But Bovill, 0.J., begins by quo 
statute, and it seems clear to me that they ute 
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sive —_ t of the solicitor whose managing clerk he is, and I very 
much doubt whether such arrangements exist to any considerable extent 
in the profession. I have a strong suspicion that the clause in question 
was intended to put an end, in favour of managing clerks who are also 
solicitors, to the question whether they could address the court in matters 
in which they had been acting generally for the party. But, even if this 
is so, I am afraid the words used are not sufficient, so long as I am 
obliged to construe the words “‘ being a solicitor acting generally in the 
action ’’ as meaning the same thing as the words “‘ being the solicitor act- 
ing generally in the action.”” I agree, therefore, that this rule must be 
discharged. Rule discharged.—Counszt, Henry Sutton; Sir R. E. Webster, 
Q.C., and Hollams. Soutcrrons, The Solicitor to the Treasury; E. W. 
Williamson. 





[Reported by T. R. C. Dri, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


SOLICITOR ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
15 June—Caaries Wiii1AM Oxnernacu (Nottingham). 





LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Since the notice convening the annual general meeting for Friday, the 
13th of July, was issued, Mr. Richard Mills (London), who goes out of 
office by rotation, has intimated that it is not his intention to offer him- 
self for re-election on the council. 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFERS OF ACTIONS. 
Oxpers or Covrr. 
Tuesday, the 19th day of June, 1894. 


Whereas, from the present state of the business before Mr. Justice Chitty, 
Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, Mr. Justice Kekewich, and Mr. 
Justice Romer, ively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes 


assigned to Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, 
and Mr. Justice Kekewich, should for the purpose only of hearing or of 
trial be transferred to Mr. Justice Romer; now I, the Right Honourable 
Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby 
order that the several causes and matters set forth in the schedules hereto, 
be accordingly transferred from the said Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice 
North, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr. Justice Kekewich, to Mr. Justice 
Romer, for the purpose only of hearing or of trial and be marked in the 


cause books accordingly. And this order is to be drawn up by the registrar 
and set up in the several offices of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court of Justice. 


FIRST SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Currry. 
1894, 


Hanrott v Bond 1394 H 357 April 21 
Worthington Pumping Engine Co v Naval Construction & Armaments Co 
Id 1893 W 2,574 April 25 

Singleton v Harriss 1894 8S 62 April 26 
Adcock v Baker 1894 A 193 May 1 

v Robinson 1893 P 2,039 May 2 
1893 P 2,097 May 2 
Brain vy Taylor 1893 B 5,351 May 3 
Porter v Steers 1894 P 542 May 5 
Ainslie v Gill Bros 1894 A 478 May 8 

, junr v Turner Pneumatic Tyre Co ld 1894 H 332 


10 
In re Orme, Orme v Orme 1893 O 763 May 10 
Thorne v Radford 1893 T 1,765 May 11 


Pethick v Mayor, &c of Plymouth 1893 P 2,892 May 17 
Kirby v Middleton 1893 K 643 May 17 . 
Hallett v Fuller & Fuller 1894 H 547 May 17 
Hall vy Wildman 1894 H 366 May 17 
vTewson 1894 8 612 May 18 
Winter (urdens ld v London & General Contract Corpn Id 
1993 8 2,548 May 21 
Bedwell v Fraser 1894 B 1,416 May 24 
Jones v Slater ld (dismissed)—J Crowle 1893 J 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Noxrn. 
1894. 
Keating vy Blumberg 1293 K 911 April 13 


Silver Mines of La Laz ld vy Smith & ors 1493 8 Same v Smith 
3,000 consolidated by order, Nov 6, 1893 April 14 


8S 
Agary 1994 412 April 20 
Hath Povlion Cold vy Kirk 1993 B 4,357 April 21 


Kilburme Colliery Cold v Sheard 1893 K 902 A 21 
1904 A 127 April 23 
Joeman vy Newnes 14 1993 J 1,957 April 27 


2,046 May 25 


2,864 
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In re Braybrooke, Power v Braybrooke 1893 B 1,918 April 27 
Patent Victoria Stone Cold v Grimwood 1893 P 1,724 April 28 
Shrewsbury & Talbot Cab & Noiseless Tyre Cold v Phillips & Buckland 


1894 S 934 April 30 


Francis v Boyd 1894 F 432 May 4 
London & Scottish Banking & Discount Corpn ld v Smith 1893 L 


2,972 May 7 


Austin & Kentish v Wanklyn & Cooper 1894 A 188 May 8 


Wood v Coo 
Chevalier v 
In re Chifferiel Chifferiel vy Watson 


r 1894 W 376 May 10 
idcott 1894 C 943 May 11 


adjd claim directed to be set down 


in Witness List (by order) 1883 © 3,155 May 11 
Pearson v Billingham 1893 P 643 May 17 


In re Gilson Gilson v Gilson 1893 


G 2,226 May 17 


Cassel Gold Extracting Co, ld v Cyanide Gold Recovery Syndicate, ld 


1893 C 2,608 May 18 


Pilgrim v Dick 1894 P 139 May 28 
May 29 


Lacon v Edwards 1894 L 296 


Harris v Jefferys 1894 H 1,198 June 4 
Mackeson v Bate 1893 M 3,017 June 4 
Heath v Clegg 1894 H 925 June 6 

Bradley v Robinson 1894 B 275 June 8 


East Stonehouse Local Board v Victoria Brewery Co, ld 1893 E 


June 11 


1,189 


Toy vJames 1893 T 2,152 June 12 
Pol v Allsop & Sons, ld 1894 P 785 June 12 


In re Patch Patch v Newton 1894 


P 157 June 12 


Hooper v Davies 1893 H 4,295 June 13 


THIRD SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Srrrurne. 
1894. 
Hurdle v London & County Bank 1893 H 1,977 May 9 
In re Lord Stratheden & Campbell, dec Alt v Lord Stratheden & Campbell 


1893 S 4,848 May 9 


Gibbs v Jacob 1893 G 2,367 May 10 . 
Matthews v New Brunswick Trading Co of London, ld 1894 M 533 


May i1 


Incandescent Gas Light Co, ld v Deimel Light Co, ld 1893 I 2,025 


May 11 


Duckworth v International Commercial Co, 1d 1894 D 750 May 15 
Holly v Thomas 1893 H 5,769 May 19 
McAdam v Brewers’ and General Fire Insce, &c, ld 1893 M 3,713 


May 28 


Fanshawe vSharp Sharp v Fanshawe 1894 F 322 May 29 
Drake v Gillson 1894 D 429 June 2 


FOURTH SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Ksxewicn. 


1894, 
Singer v The Rudge Cycle Co, ld 1894 8 1 April 9 
Francis, Day, & Hunter v Ingram 1893 F 1,593 April 19 
Meredith v Price 1893 M 3,215 April 23 


Chetwode v Bellamy 1894 C 845 


April 24 


Fisher v Grey 1893 F 1,194 April 24 
Harrison v Woodhead 1893 H 3,067 April 27 
Brandon v Whitehead 1893 B 3,866 May.2 


Bluck v Fox 1893 B 2,254 May 3 


Miller v Jones O'Callaghan v Miller 


1893 M 3,477 May 11 


Thompson, the younger v Foster 1894 ‘T’ 254 May 12 


Henrscuett, C. 





The following is a list of the above transferred actions arranged in the 
order in which they are to be heard :— 


Singer v Rudge Cycle Co, ld 

Keating v Blumberg 

Silver Mines of La Luz, ld v Smith 
&ors Same v Smith & aur 

Francis, Day, & Hunter v Ingram 

Agar v Agar 

Hanrott v Bond 

Bath Pavilion Co, ld v Kirk 

Kilburne Colliery Co, ld v Sheard 

Attorney-General v Morley Corpora- 


on 

Meredith v Price 

Chetwode v Bellamy 

Fisber v Gray 

Worthington Pumping Engine Co 
v Naval Construction and Arma- 
mente Co, ld 

Singleton v Harriss 

Johnson v Newnes, ld 

Ke Braybrooke, Power v Bray- 
brooke 

Harrison y Woodhead 

Patent Victoria Stone Co, Id v Grim- 


wood & Sons 

Shrewsbury & Talbot Cab & Noise- 
less Tyre Co, ld v Phillips & 
Buckland 


Adcock v Baker 
Pepper v Kobinson (1893 P 2,030), 





Pepper v Robinson (1893 P 2,097) 

Brandon v Whitehead 

Brain v Taylor 

Bluck v Fox 

Francis v Boyd 

Porter v Steers 

London and Scottish Banking and 
District Coi tion, ld v Smith 

Ainslie v Gill Brothers 

Austin & Kentish v Wanklyn & 


Coo; 
Sandie London and County Bank 
Re Lord Stratheden & Campbell, 

dec, Alt v Lord Stratheden & 


Campbell 

Hetherington, jun v Tarner Pneu- 
matic Tyre Oo, ld 

Re Orme, Orme v Orme 

Wood v Cooper 

Gibbs v Jones 

Thorne v Radford 

Chevalier v Didcott 

Re Chifferiel, Chifferiel vy Watson 

Matthews v New Brunswick Trad- 
ing Co of London, ld 

Incandescent Gas Light Oo, ld v 


Deimel t Co 
Miller-v uae O'Callaghan v Miller 
Thompson, jun v Foster 














loanoté A. .4..4..4. 8... oe 


Dre 


arso 


Bew 
























Jane 23, 1894. 








Duckworth v International Com- | Pilgrim v Dick 
mercial Co, ld McAdam v Brewers’ and General 
Pethick v Mayor, &c, of Plymouth Fire Insurance, &c, ld 


Kirby v Mi ton Fanshawe v Sharp, Sharp v Fan- 


Hallett v Faller & Fuller | gshawe 
Hale v Wildman ' Lacon v Edwards 
Pearson v Billingham | Drake v Gillson 


Re Gilson, Gilson v Gilson Harris v Jefferys 
Springle v Tewson Mackeson v Bate 
Cassel Gold Extracting Co, 1d v Heath v Ol 
Cyanide Gold Recovery Syndicate, | Bradley v inson 
ld | East Stonehouse Local Board v 


Bolly v Thomas | Victoria Brewing Co, ld 
Scarborough Winter Gardens, ld v| Toy v James 
London and General Contract; Pol v —— & Sons, Id 
Corporation, 1d | Re Patch, Patch v Newton 
Bedwell v Fraser Hooper v Davies 
Jones v Slater, ld (dismissed) and J. 
Crowle 





Thursday, the 14th day of June, 1894. 

I, the Right Honourable Farrer, Baron Herschell, Lord High Chancellor 
of Great Britain, do hereby transfer the action of ‘* The Great Northern 
Railway Company l.imited and others v. The Coal Co-operative Society 
Limited ’’ (1894—G.—No. 807) from the Honourable Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich to the Honourable Mr, Justice Vaughan Williams. 

Hexrscuett, C. 








PENDING LEGISLATION, 
THE FINANCE BILL. 
Tus following is the text of clauses 5 to 8 of the Finance Bill as 
amended in Committee. The amendments which have been introduced 
are printed in italics :— 
Collection and Recovery of Duty and Value of Property. 

5. Collection and recovery of Estate duty.| (1.) Estate duty shall be a stamp 
duty, collected and recovered as hereinafter mentioned. 

(2.) The executor of the deceared shall pay the Estate daty in respect 
of all personal property (wheresoever situate) of which the decoased was 
competent to dispose at his death, on delivering the Inland Revenue 
affidavit, and may pay in like manner the E~-tate duty on any other 
property passing on such death which by virtue of any testamentary disposi- 
tion of the deceased is under the control of the executor, or in the case of property 
not-under his control, if the persons accountable for the duty thereon request him 
to make such payment. 

(3) Where the executor does not know the amount or value of any property 
which has passed on the death, he may state in the Inland Revenue affidavit that 
such property exists but he does not know the amount or value thereof, and that he 
undertakes as soon as the amount and value are ascertained to bring in an account 
thereof, and to pay both the duty for which he is or may be liable, and any 
further duty payable by reason thereof for which he is or may be liable on the 
other property mentioned in the affidavit. 

(4.) Estate duty, so far as not paid by the executor, shall be collected 
upon an account setting forth the particulars of the property, and 
delivered to the Commirsioners within six months after the death by the 
person accountable for the duty or within such further time as the Commis- 
sioners may allow. 

(5.) Every estate shall include all income received or accrued from or 
upon the property included therein wntil the date of the death of the deceased 
with interest at the rate of three per centum per annum on the total value of the 
Estate duty so ascertained up to the date of deliwery of the Inland Revenue 
affidavit or account or the expiration of siz months after the death whichever shall 
Jirst happen, but such interest shall not be ineluded in caleulating the aggregate 
of the estate for the purpose of determining the rate of duty ; and the duty upon 
an account shall be paid on the delivery of the account or the expiration of 
sig months from the death whichever first happens by the person accountable for 
the same ; except that the duty on an account of real property may be paid 
either on the delivery of the account, or the expiration of siz months from the 
death whichever first happens, or, at the option of the person accountable for 
the duty, with interest from the date of such delivery or the expiration of six 
months from the death whichever first happens at the rate of three per cent. 
per annum, /ess income tax, by eight equal yearly instalments ; the frst of 
which shall be paid at the expiration of twelve months from the death with the 
said interest, and the interest’ on the unpaid portion of the duty shall be 
added to each instalment and paid accordingly, and in the event of non- 
gs shall be as of the instalment in arrear; but at any time the 

“pd for the time being unpaid may be paid with such interest to the date 
of payment. 

6. Value of property | (1) In determining the value of an estate for the 
purpo:-e of Estate duty allowance shall be made for reasonable funeral 
eg and for debts and incumbrances ; but an allowance shall not be 

ee 

(«) for debts incurred by the deceased, or incumbrances created by a 

disposition made by the deceased, where such debts or incumbrances 
were incurred or created otherwise than bond fide for full considera- 
tion in money or money's worth wholly for the deceased’s own use 
or benefit and take effect out of his interest, nor 

(6) for any debt in respect whereof there is a right to reimbursement 

from any other estate or person, wnless such reimbursement cannot be 

towne nor an i dep air 

¢) more than once for the same debt or incumbrance charged u . 
ferent portions of the estate, ore 





of dealings with his property, has been 
is to be brought up later.] 

(3.) The principal value of any property shall be estimated to be the 
which, in the opinion of the Commissioners, such property would fetch 4 
the open market at the time of the death of the deseased. Provided that, 

agricultural property, where no part of the principal value is 

the expectation of an increased income from such property, the principal 

shall not exceed twenty-five times the annual value as assessed under Schedule 

of the Income Tax Acts, after making such deductions as have not been allowed 

that assessment and are allowed under the Succession Duty Act, 

making a deduction for expenses of management not exceeding 
assessed. 


annual value so 


= 

i 
PEPERSSS 
eeretee} 


(4.) Where an estate includes an interest in expectancy, Estate duty in 
respect of that interest shall be paid at the option of the person accountable 
for the duty either with the d on the rest of the estate or when the 
perpen pope = if the duty is not paid with the Estate 
we a eee Oe a duty i _. 

(a) for the purpose of determining Estate in respect 

ie the estate the value of the interest shall be its value at 

the date of the payment of the duty on the rest of the estate ; 


shall be calculated aecording to its value at that time together with 
the value of the rest of the estate as originally ascertained. 
(5) The value of the benefit accruing or arising from the cesser of the interest 
of a deceased person if any property 
(a.) if the interest extended to th: whole income of the property, be the principal 
value of that property ; and 
(b.) if the interest extended to less than the whole income of the property, be 
the principal value of an addition to the property equal to the income to 
which the interest extended 
Estate duty sha!l not be payable upon any advowson or Church patronage which 
would have been free from succession duty under the twenty-fourth section of the 
Suecession Duty Act, 1853. 
(6 ) Subject to the provisions of this Act, the value of any Lm sated for 
the purpose of Estate duty shall be ascertained by the Commissioners in 


t any property and 
orgerty aball ports toa" pesol so seinerioal ¥s iaapens Rok ouch 
that pro it 80 au 
proud or ty he as the Comm consider 

(The original sub-section (6), which dealt with 
missioners to the High Court on the question of value of 
been withdrawn, and a new clause with appeals 


brought up ] 

1. Supplemental provisions 20 to salleetion ond: communal ef Rntaty Cxty.) C-) 
The existing law and practice ing to any of the duties now 

or with reference to death shall, subject to the provisions of this Act so fer as 
the same are applicable, y for the of the collection, recovery, 
and repayment of Estate ne, anal es nas i Oo ee oe 
seamen, marines, or soldiers who are ‘slain or die in the service of Her Majesty, as 
if such law and practice were in terms made applicable to this Part of this 
Act 


(2.) The executor of the deceased shall, to the best of his knowledge 
and belief, specify in appropriate accounts annexed to the Inland Revenne 
affidavit, all the property in of which Estate duty is payable upon 
the death of the deceased, and be accountable for the Estate duty on all 
personal property, wheresoeger situate, of which the deceased was competent fo dis- 
pose at his death, but shall not be liable for any duty in excess of assets of whith 
he has control. : 

(3.) Where property passes on the death of the deceased, and his executer is not 


accountable for the estate thereon, every person to whom ~ 
seen tor cay tonatoal Seltaael te someon. ak aie te tee Goom of 
the property actually received or disposed of by him, every trustee, 
erapeg eer eeapny Nopard sme Berg: fon oA 5 

rty so or any . 
ew ntwhemn the atane to’ Weubed ta by alienation or 
oenty, and shall within the tine weqeteed by thle Act or such later tse 

, and or suc 

ds Comuiebenes stow, oat diver to the Comminioners and verify an 
account to the best of his no ge 

(4.) Every person accountable for Bsiate duty, ape Eee co 

© reper peg aden pin Py eee any 
part of the estate of the deceared or of income thereof shall, te the best 
[0 ae , & gutted by Se eee, Se 
them and a statement of such and evidence as they 
page soning to we ney have reason to believe to form 
part of an liable duty on of the deceased. 


: 
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Estate duty is payable, a sum equal to dowble the amount of the Estate 
duty remaining unpaid for which he is accountable, as the Com- 
missioners elect. Provided that the Commissioners, or ih any proceedings for 
the recovery of such penalty, the court, shall have power to reduce any such 


(6.) Estate duty shall, in the first instance, be calculated at the appro 
—_—= sate ahansling +0" the value of the estate as set forth in the I a 

venue affidavit or account delivered, but if afterwards it — that for 
any reason too little duty has been paid the additional du unless a 
certificate of discharge has been delivered under this Act, payable, and 
be treated as duty in arrear. 

(7.) Where the Commissioners are satisfied that the Estate duty on any property 
cannot be raised at once, they may allow payment to be postponed for such period, 
to such extent, and on payment of such interest not exceeding four per cent. or any 
higher interest yielded by the property, and on such terms as the Commissioners 
think fit. 

(8.) Interest on arrears of estate duty shall be paid as if they were 
arrears of legacy duty. 

(9.) Where it is proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners that too 
much Estate duty been paid, the excess shall be repaid by them with 
interest at three per cent. per annum where the overpayment was due to over- 
valuation by the Commissioners, but any person aggrieved by a decision of the 
Commissioners under this sub-section may appeal to the High Court within the 
time and in the manner and on the conditions directed by rules of court, and the 
court shall thereupon determine the amount, if any, to be repaid by the Com- 
missioners. 

(10.) Where any proceeding for the a of Estate duty in respect 
of any property is tuted, the High Court shall have jurisdiction to 

t a receiver of the property and the rents and profits thereof, and 
to order a sale of the property. 

(11.) All affidavits, accounts, certificates, statements, and forms used 
for the purpose of this Part of this Act shall be in such form, and contain 
such particulars, as may be prescribed, and if so required by the Commis- 
sioners shall be in duplicate, accounts and statements shall be delivered 
and verified on oath and by production of books and documents in the 
manner bed, and any person who wilfully fails to comply with the pro- 
visions of this enactment shall be liable to the penalty above in this section men- 


tioned. 
(12.) No —_ shall be made for any certificate given by the Commis- 
sioners under Act. 


P .. The Estate Fn Be may be collected by means of stamps or such 
othe orig as the Co 

one wa 8, which oh prchibited 2 dealings with the securities and 

oles insurance money of the deceased until a certificate has been 

Saat that there is no claim for Estate duty thereon, has been with- 
wn. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Cuantzs Fatkianp Moncxtoy, solicitor, has been appointed Clerk 
of Sessions and to the Licensing Justices for the City of London, 
in room of the late Mr. H. F. Youle. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vtions. 
Epwrm Tvmmon Barxer and Cuantes Harcrave, solicitors (Barker & 
Hargrave), Leeds and Ripon. June 1. [ Gazette, June 15. 


Locts Poutmax~» Foster and Duncan Cierx Wintse, solicitors (Louis 
P. Foster & Winter), Halifax. June 9. The said Louis Pohlmann Foster 
will in future carry on the said business. [ Gazette, June 19. 


GENERAL. 


We regret that unusual pressure on our space compels us to leave over 
till next week the continuation of the Report of the Incorporated Law 
Society on the Land Transfer Bill. 

The following commission days for eg the Summer Assizes on the 
North-Eastern Circuit have been fixed by Justices Cave and Grantham :— 
Newcastle, Friday, July6; Durham, Friday, July 13; York, Friday, 
July 20; Leeds, ednesday, July 25. 

It is understood, says the Times, that the majori # hy 4 of her 
Ma - would rise at luncheon time on in order to be 

at the ieee ke cause af tao tate Lao Cedi to te 
at Westminster Abbey. 
the request of the Bar Committee, the judge of the Southwark 
has arranged that, in future, no cases in which counsel are 
will be taken before eleven o’clock, provided that notice of 
attendance by counsel is given to the court at least one clear day before 
the day of hearing. 

ee ee ore See ot Se See se ene 
of readers ee ee on which is 
as follows :-—*‘ Each shall be apnointed for three years, and shall be 
re-eligible, shall be removable du: ing his term of office by the vote of 
ee eee Oe See ot of the council.’’ Candidates should send in 
on or before Saturday, 20th of October, to the clerk of 
council, Lincoln’s-inn Hall. 


In the House of Commons on the 18th inst. Mr. 
cellor of the Exchequer whether the 


if: 


a 


asked the Chan- 
Inland Revenue | 








were now collecting the death duties on estates of persons who have died 
since May 31 last at the rates hitherto in force, and, if ase — tates 
—_ ern — and whether receipts in full for such duties 
, or were the persons responsible for the duties informed 
that, tho the Finance Bill become law, they would be called upon to 
~~ additional duties. The Chancellor of the Exchequer said: The death 
ties are now being collected and paid on estates of persons who have 
died since May 31 last at the rates hitherto in force. Receipts for the 
duties so paid are given as required by law. The persons responsible for 
those duties are not informed that, should the Fiuunee Bill become law, 
they may be called u n to pay additional duties. The date of the com. 
mencement of the onthe Act = I.) will not be May 31, but some 
subsequent date to be hereafter fixed 





The Governor and Citeanier: of the Bank of England announce the issue 
of £490,000 Manchester Corporation Three per Cent. Redeemable Stock, 
Tenders must be sent to the Chief Cashier’s Office by noon on the 27th 
inst. No tender will be ae Soe £100. This Stock will rank pari 
passu with that already in e 

Messrs. Walton & Lee, at the Mart, on June 19, submitted to auction 
pose. gy a fine mansion and 700 acres, which was sold in 1756 by Percy, 

son of Sir William Wyndham, to whom the Earl of Thomond had 
bequeathed it, to Mr. Joseph Smith, private secretary and confidential 
friend of William Pitt, and the latter may be said to have made Shortgrove 
his home. It was put up at £20,000, and sold for £30,000, this being the 
first really important landed estate sold under the hammer this year at the 
Mart. Rodborough Manorand 153 acres in Gloucestershire was withdrawn 
at £12,000. This was formerly the seat of Lord John Russell. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 


Rota or Reaisraars mm ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Cuirty. Norra. 
Mr. Carrington Mr. Farmer 
Lavie Rolt 
Carrington 
Lavie Rolt 
Lavie Bolt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewicg. Romen. 
Mr. Pooh Mr. Leach 
Pugh Godfrey 
Leach 
Pugh Godfrey 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


BurrerworTs.—June 19, at Tunbridge Wells, te wife of J. Hartley Butterworth, M.A., 
LL.M. Cantab, ~at-law, of a daughter. 
NicHo.sox. —June 14, at Northumberland-street, W., the wife of James M. Nicholson, 


w, of a daughter. 
tae 9, at 55, Bedford-gardens, the wife of James Parsons, barrister-at-law, 


ofa 
MARRIAGES. 


en ee 12, at 8t. Nicholas’, Rochester, William Francis McLellan, 
illiam John McLellan, of Rochester, solicitor, to Lizzie Julia, 
daughter of William ye of Rochester. Adie Mhestin 


Moxp—Gorrze.—June 16, at Bt. .4 7 Hamilton 
Fad of 66, Lowndes-square, to Violet Bat Plrenie, day daughter ot the Amy janes 
enry 


DEATHS. 
Tweep. — June 13, at Horncastle, Lincolnshire, Frederick William Tweed, solicitor, 


ba pm .—June I< at Terrington Saint Clement, Norfolk, David Ward, solicitor, of King’s 
yon, aged 63. 








WARNING TO INTENDING ae ements thorough & Lessrgs. pean 5 a or renting 
a house have the o—aemnen Go. ee ee vy st Onin from The The 
| Wi (Estab. 1570)" who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, ay hy 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fauipay, June 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1 Cmawozny. 

i Fannax, & Co, Lamirep—Petn for Tims y gapoented June 18, directed to 
be heard 28. Markby & Co, 57, otice of 
appearing ‘must seach the -~ aE not later Clea 6 potoms fer, petner._ Betis of 
ed presented June 7, 


IvreesaTionaL Commencia Co, Lamirep—Petn for winding up, 
directed to be heard on June 21. re, 8. Gay & © ames, wolor for peter. 
5 of agen Gant Seach the eben venamed not later than 6 o’clock in 
une 
Juss Nrreate Co, Luarrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 
er gee ee end pecioden of their debts or claims, to to Henry William Carter, 


"ete Conresagien, tress, and particu are of that debts or cain, t July dey Bam ons send 
Seustnoy bli, Cannon ot selces for liquidators rave-Busiar# iii, 
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FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


ConareGaTIonaL Bexerit Society, Congregational Chapel, = June 9 
Feuare Ferexvcy Institution, Schoolroom, Rawr earn Leics. 
PARENTAL Femace Socrery, Black Bull Inn, Ribchester, Lanes. June 9 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, June 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTEep in CHANCERY. 


H. M. Newman & Co, Lonrep—Petn for winding up, June 12, directed to be 
heard before Va han Williams, J., on June 28. Cham yne & Short, 62, Lincoln’s 
inn fields, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the al not later 
than 6 o clock in the afternoon of June 27 

Home Investuent Socrery, Liwirep—North, J., has, by order dated May 5, inted 
Frederick Bertram Smart, 22, Queen st, Cheapside, to be official liquidator, in of 
the late Frederick Bertram Smart 

Joun Frepericx & Co, Liwrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 12, directed to be 
heard on Thursda y June 28. Bentwich, Corporation chbrs, Guildhall yard, solor for 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of June 27 

Nort Waves Unirep Mives, Linrrep—Petn for win yates >, up, presented June 13, directed 
to be heard on June 28. Francis & Johnson, 26, A solors for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in afternoon of 
June 

Sate Horet axp Borayicat Garpens Co, Limrrep—By an order made by Vaughan 
Williams, J., dated Ma: 33, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the com- 
pany be continued. Gi b, 3, King’s Bench walk, Temple, agent for Dunderdale, Man- 
chester, solor for petners 

“Torsay” Sreamsuip Co, Limrrep—Creditors are <r on or Bay = Eon Jul , Ke. to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
Varwell, Capri, Brixham. Bartlett & Roberts, Paignton, solors for iauidetors 


Usuioitrep in CHANCERY. 

Mvrvat Commerciat axp Burtpiva Socrety—Petn for winding up, ree oy June 15, 
directed to be heard June 28. Van Sandau & Oo, 13, Hing wt, Chenpei solors for 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not r thane 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of June 27 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF Ciarm. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 5. 
purres, ae Horsxetr, Durham, Brewery Cellarman June 30 Patrick & Son, 
ur! 


Broox, Tuomas, Leeds, Gent July 5 Tennant & Co, Leeds 

Bunker, Cuaries, Northampton, Gent July9 Dennis & Faulkner, Northampton 
Barntow, Jutia, Rickmansworth, Widow July1 Garner, Uxbridge 

Baxer, Jony, Islington, Awl Maker July 11 Bolton & Mote, Gray’s inn sq 

Barr, Ann, West Derby, Spinster July 14 Pride, Liverpool 

Booru, Emme.ine, Charlesworth, Widow July1 Davis, Glossop 

Boors, Joseru, Charlesworth July 1 Davis, Glossop 

Cave, Fayyy, Ealing July 10 Payne & Frodsham, Liverpool 

Crace-CaLvert, JEANNE Francoise Ciemence, Hove July 31 Earle& Co, Manchester 
eae ~eae Hersert, Newcastle under Lyme, Solicitor July 31 Cooper & Co, New- 


CorkE, i Knicut, Southampton July 1 Stanton & Co, Southampton 

Davies, Epwarp, Whittington, Salop, Farmer July 16 Wade, Shrewsbury 

Day, Davip, Newbury, Labourer July 9 Cowdell, King’s Cross rd 

Dircurienp, Wiu11aM, Blackburn, Clerk July 14 Cooper, Blackburn 

Dyson, James, Elland, Gent June 30 Garsed, Elland 

Eowanrps, Gores, Carlton Colville, JP June24 Norton & Co, Lowestoft 

Forp, Mary Susanna, Croydon July 16 Shepheards, Finsbury circus 

Gnueen, Frepericx, Chelsea, Trunk Manufacturer July 11 Umpleby, New Southgate 
Haicu, Cuantorre, Guiseley June 30 Learoyd & Co, Huddersfield 

Hopasoy, Witu1aM Frepericx, Sheffield, Gent July 31 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Houmes, Rev Metvitxe, Sheffield July 31 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

InwE1t, Agere Bnavets, Bradford, Wool Merchant September 8 Wilkinson & Gar- 
wR, Awnre Asuworrn, Salford, Grocer July2 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 


Jackson, Warren Epwarp Rowiaxnp May 23 Julian, Dublin 
Jowxs, Exizaneru, Carmarthen, Ironmonger July 14 White, Carmarthen 


Masuge, Basay Wissen, Onaden pl, Surveyor July 17 Jackson & Wright, Lincoln's 
Manse, Wiiu1aM Arruvur, Greenwich, Gent July1 Langlois & Co, Leadenhall st 
Mayo, Heyry, Eastington, Glos, Grocer July 31 Winterbotham & Sons, Stroud 
Mixtow, Louisa, Sheffield, Spinster July 31 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Miuuzer, Ricuarp, Poole,Gent July2 Trevanion & Co, Poole 

Newsow, Geoner, Benhall, Brickmaker July 6 Southwell & Fry, Saxmundham 
Parkes, Wiiuiam, Liverpool, Ship Broker Julyi4 Mackay & Cornish, Liverpool 
Parsons, Taomas Henry, Long Acre, Brewer July 10 Barrett, Bedford row . 
Piper, Exizanern, Woodlands, Berks July 9 Cowdell, King’s Cross rd 

Po.iarp, Henry, Shipley, Cashier July2 Close, Derby 

Pootr, Mary, Preston, Licensed Victualler June25 W& A Blackhurst, Preston 
Por, Epwarp Parurs, Doncaster, Esq July 17 Shakespear, Bedford row 

Reyyarp, W1.114m, Hollings Hampsthwaite, Farmer July 4 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Rivaz, Anna Sopnia, Hyde Park Gate July5 King, Norfolk st 

Sacar, Witt14M Hewry, Bradford, Butcher June 30 Ratcliffe, Bradford 

Smrru, Henny, Friern Barnet, Stockbroker July 1 Taylor & Taylor, New Broad st 
Vernon, Rev Henry Groras, Liverpool July1 FI& J C Warner, Winchester 
Wetrexr, Jacos Tuxopor, Leipzig July1 Rehders & Higgs, Mincing lane 

Winyxuey, Evizasers Damanis, Harrow July9 Crump & Son, Philpot lane 

Wourr, Ferpianp, Copenhagen July9 Crump & Son, Philpot lane 


London Gazette-—Fripay, June 8. 
Baier, Water, Dinton, Wilts, Gent July 14 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 
Bartox, ALExanDER, West Bromwich, Excise Officer June24 Withers, West Bromwich 
Ciayrox, Caanies, York, Innkeeper July 12 Tennant & Co, Leeds 
Devenisn, SamveL Westox, Bath July 20 Ponsford & Devenish, Finsbury pavement 
Dromaore, Perer, Gloucester, Gent July8 Lidiard & Co, Gt James st 
Expnriver, Hersert, Hollington, Builder May3 Saker & Davis, Hastings 
Evays, Janz, Carmarthen June 30 Browne, Carmarthen 
Fawcert, Sanan, Manchester July 21 Ogden, Manchester 
Fisuer, Exizanern, Derby July 11 Eddowes & Son, Derby 
Fox, Haynan, Altrincham July 16 Nichols & Co, Altrincham 
Frenca, Baroness, Florence Aug 4 Young & Co, Essex st 
Ge.iimranp, Mary Trvee, Chigwell July 14 Haynes & Clifton, King’s Arm yard 
Giepins, Catuertye, Dalston, Spinster July 10 Marsh, Fenchurch st 
Guay, Anna Jane Fora, Bournemouth, Spinster June 25 Green & Co, Southampton 
Hankinson, Dawtrey, Didsbury, Farmer June 30 Vaughan, Stockport 
Harris, Tuomas, Aimere, India July1 Rising & Ravenscroft, Leadenhall st 
Hensert, Maryanne, Birmingham, Spinster July 31 Horton & Co, Birmingham 
Hecewa.p, Taropore ALexanpeRr, St John’s July1 Foy & Co, Clifford’s inn 
Inaram, Josern, Oving, Gent July 1 Schultz & Son, Gray’s inn 
Jenxiys, Evizasern, Walworth July 11 Horton & Co, Birmingham 
Jonson, Ricnarp, Colwyn Bay July1 Ashmall, Hanley 
Kent, Tuomas, Caley, York, Farmer Augi Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Kinoswett, Heyry, Blackgang,Gardener July 21 Bailey, Newport 
Kyicuts, Hanan, Rushmere July? Gooding, Ipswich 
Kyicuts, Witt14M Henry, Rushmere, Gent July7 Gooding, Ipswich 
acDomma, eg See on Tyne, Brewer’s Agent July 21 Joel & Parsons, 
Owen, Wiii1am, Llandudno, Farmer July 6 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 
Pritincer, Richarp Epwarp, Stourbridge, Ironmonger July 2 Clark, West Bromwich 
PLowricut, Joux, Loughborough, Gent June 30 Woolleys & Co, Loughborough 
Poxe, Exvizanetu Any, Reading July9 H & C Collings, Reading 
Porr, Micuaxt, Streatham July 16 Pope, Gt Jamesst 
Porrer, Witt1amM, Duncan ter Aug7 Webb & Sons, Aldersgate 
Reyvoups, 8anan Avy, Woddon, Surrey July 5 Carr & Martin, Gt Tower st 
Scuorieip, Tuomas, Cutgate July 16 Brierley & Hudson, Rochdale 
Suarp, Groner Atyrep, Nottingham July8 Simpson, Nottingham 
Surrraxp, James, Barford St Martin July 14 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 





Jonxs, Exizanetn, Ifracombe, Spinster July 17 Watson & Co, Nottingham 
a \ cage 18 Joszru, Hartington, Farmer 
Laney, ‘Paxornic Wii1am, Birmingham, Wine Merchant July 15 Smith & Co, | 
By me Leek, Widow July1 Cox & Lafone, Salters’ Hall court 

Ler, Many, Winchester, Widow July 14 F J & H Warner, Winchester 

Linvor, Witu1aM, Manchester, Wood Turner Augi1 Rylance & Son, Manchester 


Surrn, Joux, Hulme, Staffs,Gent July 30 Robinsons, Longton 

| Tatant, Jou~w May? Tallent Bateman, Manchester 

Taytor, Jouyx, Bath, Meat Purveyor Sept 5 Chesterman, Bath 

| Witsox, Josern, Nottingham, Tailor July1 J & A Bright, Nottingham 

| Woop, Exizanera Suanr, Twickenham July 21 Senior & Lambert, Richmond 
| Woops, Wiuttam Catuivonam July7 Hart & Co, Dorking 


August 1 Holland & Rigby, Ash- | 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gasette,—Fatpay, June 15, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


June 12 Ord June 1 


June 13 Ord June 13 


Armespury, Marquis as Clapham rd High Court Pet -— Joun, Haslingden, Carter Blackburn Pet June 


March 15 Ord Ap 13 Ord June J3 


Bate, Hevyay, Cardiff Gardist 
Bensarretp, Wauren, Stalbridge, Dealer Salisbury Pet 


Banzon, Marx, Pevebery, Fish Merchant Dewsbury Pet Oona, Gareory, Surbiton Kingston Pet May 28 Ord 
une 8 


Pet May 30 Ord June 12 
Dargaaxn, Wits Gunn, Doncaster, Hotel Keeper 
Sheffield Pet » June 13 


Dawsox, Groner, ndertaker Bolton Pet June 
12 Ord June 12 


Asutox, Cuanuxs, Dowlais, Clothier Merthyr Tydfil Pet | Baatx, BARBARA, ‘wens, Grocer Swansea Pet June 9 Foam, Aaeen, © Diem, Die Liverpool Pet June 


June8 Ord June 8 


Arugetox, Jouw, and Samvuet Arurrron, been, | 


Ord June 9 
Brock, Geones Epwanp, Shanklin Ryde Pet June 2 ha Pn Wellingborough, Baker Northampwon 


12 Ord June 12 


~~ r. Co, Leyton, Timber Merchants High Court | Bucuanan, Ropenr, peeeeOs gies, Aatiae High Court | Garp See Gun ingston 
Pet May 25 Ond J ten el havoe - 


ay 17 Ord June 11 
Bane 1 Wiis Epwarp, Nottingham, Pork Butcher Cm, » Bravuont, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet June re Waren Aussar, 


Builders Burnley Pet June13 Ord June 1 Ord June 11 
ane 12 
et June 12 Ord June 12 June ll 
I any erry 1s Grorar, Highbury, BStationer High Court Gumi em - Martin’ 


Pet Junell Ord June 1 25 Ord June! 





June 11 June li ihre 624 
slane High Court Pet May | Ganroarm, Tuomas, Chscsumonger . Wands 


worth Pet June 





570 





Gixorit, Groror am, Bitton, Grocer Bristol Pet 


oxagjJune 13 Ord June 1 


Grant, Roper, Treherbert, Draper Pontypridd Pet June 


13 Ord June 13 

Graysuay, Joux, Rochdale, Shuttle Maker Rochdale Pet 
June9 Ord June 9 

Hag.ey, Joux, Market Harborough, Bricklayer Leicester 
Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

Joxes, Davin, Neath, Fancy Dealer Neath Pet June 11 
Ord June 11 


Somme, Ses “a Dudley, Hatter Dudley Pet Junel1l Ord 
Lez, ae Wirtox, Trafalgar bldgs High Court Pet 
h12 Ord June 9 
Lowp, Jonx Manx, Bradford, Yeast Dealer Bradford Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 
McFartane, Ewax, Kensington, of no occupation High 
Court Pet April 27 Ord June 13 
Meaxts, Artave Laxowortu, Swinton, Baker Sheffield 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12 
Meixve, Rosert, Croydon, Tea Dealer Croydon Pet June 
12 Ord June 12 
Satton at Hone, Kent, Basket Maker 
Pet June il Ord June 11 
ae Tuomas, Netherton, Clerk Dudley Pet June 4 
4 


une 

Ostows, Wiruram Ernest, Loughborough, Grocer Bed- 
ford Pet April18 Ord June 12 

Pasas, Faepenick Wiiiiam, Fitzroy sq, Cabinet Maker 
High Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Pavwiser, Syivester Gray, Sowerby, Bricklayer North- 
allerton Pet Junell Ord June 11 

Prrram, Samvet, ree Baker Coventry Pet June 
13 Ord June 1: 

Pivmpe, A, Tottenham Edmonton Pet May 21 

Ord June 12 


Baw.ixsos, en Ulverston, Coal Merchant Ulverston 
Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Rrovey, Granam Samvet, Gt Winchester st Brentford 
Pet May 17 Ord June 12 

Saxsy, Cuantes, Plymouth, General Dealer Plymouth 
Pet June 13 Ord June 13 


Moopy, Tox, 
Roe! 


Sseewix, Jonx, Lapley, Grocer Wolverhampton Pet 
June 7 June 12 

Sagewrs, Jous Tuomas, York, Butecber York Pet June 
9 Ord June 9 


Sraruzxsos, Anrave, Ossett, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

Sr Groros, Arruve Feexcn, Bermondsey, Chemist High 
Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 


Sramorr, Cuaries, Kingston, Hants, Oil Merchant 
watsmouth Pet Junell Ord June 11 
Tuomas, Wiis, Cardiff, General Dealer Cardiff Pet 


June 12 June 12 

Vaureers, Feaxcts Reatwatp, Leeds, Woollen Merchant 
Leeds Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Wapor.t, Avexaxpger, Thornaby on Tees, Ironmoulder 
Stockton on Tees Pet June 12 Ord June 12 


Wii1smsox, Taouas Jon», Manor Park, Collar Manufac- | 
Hi 


turer Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 


_THE _SOLICI I 


Lewis, Simox, and Davip Poutardelaia, Boot 

Dealers June 26 at 11 Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corn 
st, Bristol 

McGiit, Josern Artaur, and Percy Tuompson McGti1, 
pang Grocers June 22 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

eds 

Merkx.enanu, Joux Younc, Manchester, Merchant June 22 
at3 Ogden’ s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Moony, Tom, Sutten at Hone, Kent, Basket Maker June 
25 at 11.30 Off Ree, Rochester 

Oapen, Henry, Hanley, = Manufacturer June 25 at 3 
Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Parkixson, Wauter, Ludgate sq, Wine Merchant June 
25 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pattison, Taomas, Gateshead, Farmer June 22at11 Off 

Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Powe. L, Cuaries Tuomas, and Keon Dupiey War«rys, 
Abergavenny, Painters June 22 at 12 Off Ree, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

Powrr, Exiiiz Ayn, Blackpool, Schoolmistress June 29 at 
3 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Ross, Groror Epw ARD, Martham, Norfolk, Harness Maker 
June 23ati2 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Savitie, Frep, Leeds, Greengrocer June 25 at 11 Off 

, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Suerwiy, Jonn Tuomas, York, Butcher June 25 at 12.30 
Off Rec, York 

Saurrn, Ateert, Guiseley, Coal Merchant June 22 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Situ, Tuomas Por LTON, Wargrave, Berks, Baker June 
22at12 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Sroxenitt, Tom, Leeds, C ‘abinet Maker June 25 at12 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Turyer, Grorar, Low Spennymoor, Durham June 22 at 3 
Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Wueeter, Atrrep Samuvet, Landport, Hants, Tailor June 
29 at 12.30 145, Cheapside, London 

Wotvorr, Groras, Leicester, Shoe Sesher June 22 at 12.30 
Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asutos, Cuartes, Dowlais, Clothier Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
June8 Ord June 8 


Barker, Hexry, Leyton, Timber Merchant High Court 
Pet May 17 Ord June 11 

Santow, Wittiam Epwarp, Nottingham, Pork Butcher 
Nottingham Pet June12 Ord June 12 

Barns, Fraycis Georce, Highbury New Park, Stationer 
High Court Pet June il Ord June1l 

Bartox, Marx, Dewsbury, Fish Merchant Dewsbury Pet 


June ll Ord June 12 

Beaes, Jous, Little Stanmore, Farmer St Albans Pet 
April 14 Ork June 11 

Beatriz, Avexasper Larrie Cuari.trox, Neweastle on 


Pet June 9 Ord June 11 


Tyne, Auctioneer Durham 
Salisbury Pet 


BenJarieip, Wavrer, Stalbridge, Dealer 
June 12 Ord June 13 
Pet June 





| 
} 


Wo.worr, Groner, Leicester, Shoe Factor Leicester Pet | 


June6é Ord June 6 


Wray, Tou Peace, Crigzlestone, Farm Labourer Wake- | 
field Pet 


June 13 os Jane 13 


The following amended notice is substituted —~d that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of Mar 2 

Cuaseix, Maceice, Whiteshapel rd, Tailor High Court 
Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar 15 

The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette 12th June 

Waretvos, Eowarpv Issac, Manchester, Baker Man- 

chester Pet June9 Ori June 9 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Astox, Exriy, Bury St EAmunds, Woolseller June 22 at 
12 Off Bee, %. st, Ipswich 
eae ee Newcastle on Tyne, Mining Agent June 
@2at12 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
Borrer, Wriwiam Hever, and Wiiuam Hewey Borrer. 
jun, Wandsworth, Newspaper Proprietors June 2 at 
11D &w, Railway app. Lond London Bridge 
Cazter. Tuomas, Jauxs Howarv, Blackpool, 
Auctioncers June 2) at 23) ff Ree, 14, Chapel st, 


Preton 
Coivernover, Hexerx, Treherbert, Glam, Collier 


. June % 

at 12 Off Bee, Merthyr Tydti eric 

Dawsos, Grorsn, Bolton, Undertaker June ®% at 10.50 
4, Wood at, 


Dowes, Wnissu Hever, Tavistock, Hairdresser June 


@Watil 10, Atheneum ter, Piymouth 

Dwetcer, Cuazies Bec rr Bow rd, Wheelwright June 
22 at 12 ¥ Carey st 

Kautz, Taos, Batirran krd June 2% at 110) 2, 
Railway spp. London Bridge 

Pizw. sone — West aanington, Builder June 22 
tii Bankruptcy bides, Ca 


wm, Hersey, Cardiff, Tobe ssoniat June ® at 11 
Off Ree, 23, Queen xt, Cardiff 

Geatsonrn, Groese. Manes, Camba, Root Merchant 
Z2ati2 law Courts, New rd, } ecterborouch 


June 





Hasvan, x, Janes, Newport Cae Dealer June 2 at 12 


| Patsisen, 8 


Baxter, 7 ion tee eg on Bricklayer June 22 | 
at2 Off Bee, 1, Berridge wt, Leicenter 

Hazan, Hever, Bourne, Varmer July 4 at 12 Law 
Courta, New rd, Peterborough 

Hores. Taouss, Hariestien, Coal Merchant June 2 at 
12D ty biden, Carey at | 

. Asvero, Herelori, Parmer June 2 at 2%) 2. | 

Ofla, t. Herrtort 


Jones, Wissen, Cohwyn, Grocer June 22 at 12 © 
Cuashoe, Chenten 7 


Mange, Bones, Sa Some ¢, | Auctioneer June % at 12 
Bankruytcy Udge. Carey 

Lave, Atoeed, Capi, Boker June M at 11.0) Off Ree, 
._—— 


| Powsee, Eustsn Aww 
} 

| Pesce, Joux, Walaal 
| seicee Wane Plymouth Plymouth Pet June 13 Ord 


| 
Lazeexe, High WAborn, Tailor June & at 11! 
Sect aioe Conn a 


| Curio, Jons Beaumont, Leeds, Butcher 


Brav.ey, Jous, Haslingden, Carter Blackburn 
13 Ord June 13 

Baas, Bansana, Swansea, Grocer 
Ord June 9 

Cuarmax, Wiitsaam Hewry, Pontypridd, Joiner 

Pet June5 Ord June 6 


Pet June 9 


Cardiff 


Swansea 


Leeds Pet June 


11 Ord June 11 

Dawsox, Geonos, Bolton, Undertaker Bolton Pet June 
12 Ord June 12 

Daixxwarer, Heasert Cuarces, Cheyne gardens High 
Court Pet Mar22 Ord June 13 

Fieck, Joux AnpEeRson, Connaught st, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet May 5 Ord June 12 

Fisuee, Auerose, St Helens, Painter Liverpool Pet June 
13 Ord June 13 

Fisuee, Witiiam, Le Baker Northampton 
Pet June 12 Ord June 1 

Gagpxer, Waiter ALbert, — Stratford, Carpenter 

Northampton Pet Junell Ord June 11 
Garvixer, Witt 1AM, Hutton Cranswick, Grocer Kingston 


upon Hull Pet June1i Ord June v1 

Ganroztu, Tuomas, Wandsworth, Cheesemonger Wands- 
worth Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Geaxt, Rosert, Treherbert, Draper Pontypridd Pet 
June 13 Ord June 13 

Geavenax, Joux, Rochdale, Shattle Maker Rochdale 
Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

Haztey, Joux, Market Harborough, Bricklayer Leicester 
Pet Junell Ord June 11 

Horzs, Tuomas, Harlesden, Coal Merchant High Court 
Pet June? Ord June 12 

Horros, Aree, Hereford, Farmer Hereford Pet May 


11 Ord June 12 


Jones, Davio, Neath, Fancy Dealer Neath Pet June 11 
Ord June 11 

Joxrs, Janes, Dudley, Hatter Dudley Pet Junell Ord 
June 12 s 

Jox, Fexornicx, Crewkerne, Outfitter Yeovil Pet May 
2 Ord Juned 

Loxp, Joux Maxx, Bradford, Yeast Dealer Bradford 


Pet June 11 Ord June 12 
Masom, Avscx Reeve, Durham, Police Sergeant Durham 
Pet June 8 Ord June il 


Meexis, Anruce Lasoworrn, Swinton, Baker Bheffield 
Pet Jane 12 Ord June 12 
| Moony, Tom, Sutton at Hone, Basket Maker Rochester 


Pet June li Ord June 11 

Mutiert, Taonas, Netherton, Clerk 
Ord June 4 

yiveerer Gay, Sowerby, Bricklayer North- 
allerton Pet June9 Ord June 12 

Prrram, Samunt., Nuneaton, Baker Coventry Pet June 13 


Ord June 14 

Blackpool, Bchoolmistress Preston 
Ord June 14 
l, Farmer Waleall Pet May 26 


Dudley Vet June4s 


Pet May % 
Ord June 7 


June 14 
Suzewis, Jonn Tuomas, 


York, Butcher York Pet June 


TORS’ JOURNAL. 





9 Ord June 








ihe Rial Arrau 
a oom 9 one 

Sr Georae, Anrnur Frencn, Bermondsey, Chemist High 
Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 _ 

Sramcer, Cuarves, Ki , Hants, Oil Merchant Ports. 


mouth Pet June 11 Ord Jane il 
Tamaiyy, Joun ion Agent Cardiff Pet 
June5 Ord June 5’ 


Vatters, Francis Reainavp, sone Woollen Merchant 
Leeds Pet June 12 Ord June 1 

Wanppe.t, Avexanper, Thornaby = Tees, Iron Moulder 
Stockton on Tees Pet June i2 Ord June 12 

Wueetpon, Eowarp Isaac, Manchester, Ae day Manches- 
ter Pet June9 Ord June 12 

Witiramsox, Tuomas Joan, Manor Park, Collar Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Wo .orr, Grorar, Leicester, Shoe Factor Leicester Pet 
June 6 Ord June 6 

Wray, Tom Peacr, Crigglestone, Farm Labourer Wake. 
field Pet Jane13 Ord June 13 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baxer, James Davey, Crewkerne, Draper Yeovil Pet 
June5 Ord June 15 

Barton, Samuet Henry, Walsall, Baker Walsall Pet 
unel5S Ord June 15 

Bexyvet, Jony, Barnet, Harness Currier Barnet Pet 


April 18 Ord June 1s 

Berniz, Roseer McMitway, pen, care Dyer Man- 
chester Pet June 14 Ord June 1 

Biro, Witx1aM James, Walsall, Soper Walsall Pet May 
30 Ord June 15 

Cartiiper, Exiza, Rochdale, Confectioner Rochdale Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 

Curwoop, Epwix, Tiverton, Corn Dealer Exeter Pet 
June 5 Ord June 15 

Erueninatox, Tuomas Wittiam, Stockton on Tees, Fish- 
monger Stockton on Tees Pet June15 Ord June 15 

Greese, Doms, Denham, Farmer Windsor Pet June 15 

une 15 

Gaunt, Cuartes Mazzi. Armley, Yorks, Tailor Brad- 
ford Pet June14 Ord June 14 

Goopueap, Wittiam Henny, Burton on Trent, Grocer 
Burton on Trent Pet June1 Ord June 13 

Haves, Georce Francis, Folkestone, Surgeon, Canterbury 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 


Hiccens, Witiiam, Cheriton Winchester Pet May 21 
Ord June 16 
Hotmes, Woopueap, Barnsley, Pork Butcher Barnsley 


Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

Janson, Jonan Witue a, and Pierer Jonan Van Niever- 
vaart, Gracechurch st, Flour Factors High Court 
Pet May 17 Ord June 15 

Jenkins, Jenxiy, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet June 14 
Ord June 15 

Jonxs, Isaac, Oldbury, Tailor W Bromwich Pet June 13 
Ord June 13 

Kixa, Rupvoven, and Witiiam Samurt Beescey, Bir- 
mingham, Jewellers Birmingham Pet April 30 Ord 
June 15 

Kirx, Aran, Old Charlton, Electrical Engineer High 
Court Pet June16 Ord June 16 : 

Kirxnam, Witiiam, Clerkenwell rd, Jeweller High Court 
Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

Kwsicut, Wituiam Epwin, Foster lane, Umbrella Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Junel4 OrdJune 14 

Leavovp, Sipxry Artuur, Anerley, Fancy Dealer Croydon 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

Lea, Joux, Tenby, Painter Pembroke Dock Pet June 13 
Ord June 13 

Lon, nomas, Tyldesley, Hatter Bolton PetJune15 Ord 

une 15 

Mexpetson, Samoer, Bradford, Tailor 
Junels Ord June 15 

Mopuis, Carnouine oe Tottenham Edmonton Pet 
May 25 Ord June 13 

Moroay, Artuv a aanaem, Sheffield Sheffield Pet June 
15 Ord June 1 

Puaroan, Groror relies Southsea, Milk Contractor 
Portamouth PetJune 16 Ord June 16 

Payee, Anruur Gronoe, Luton, Builder’s Assistant Laton 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 


Bradford Pet 


Roserts, Wiu11sm Tuomas, St George, Baker Bristo 
Pet June 14 Ord June 14 
Ropetrsox, Witt1am Las, Halesowen, Butcher Stour- 


bridge Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Ross, Monnox Luz, Cavendish sq High Court Pet April 
21 Ord June 14 

Ruvp, Joseru, Atherton, Watchmaker Bolton Pet June 
15 Ord June 15 

Scott, Tuomas Witiiam, Dedham, Grocer Colchester Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 

arwiina, James Wave, poet Coastguard Officer Exeter 
PetJunel4 Ord J 

Vincent, Winirnen, poo neta Hotel Proprictreas Exeter 
Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Waire, Tuomas, Bexhill, Builder Hastings Pet June 16 


Ord June 15 

Warren, Janus, Maidstone, Carpenter Maidstone Pet 
June ls Ord June 14 

Witxins, Josuvu Eowixn, Wivenhoe, Architect Colchester 
Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

Yousas, Eowanp, > ee, Draper's Assistant Ipswich 
Pet June 15 June 16 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 


Fisuen, Henny A., Tabard st, Borough, Rope Maker High 
Court Kee Ord Fob 24, 1604 Rescuwn June 1 


FIRST MEKTINGS. 
Au“conuny, Manquis ov, Clapham rd June 26 at 12 
Hankruptey bldgs, Carey at 
Off Ree, 


Aitas, Tuomas, Mtaindrop, Grocer June 27 at 3 
8, Albert rd, iddlosboron f 
Asnron, Cunauns, Dowlais, Clother Juneaoati2 Of 


tec, Merthyr Tydfil 
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Bazroor, Tom Aurrep, New; Mon, Printer June 26 at | Surru, James Mg mee Keighley,» Machine “Maker June 
12 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon 27 at11 Off Reo, 31 Bradford 

Barker, Henry, thee = Merchant June 26 at 3 | Surrn, Taomas eats Camboryell rd, Auctioneer June 
Bankruptcy bid; 29at 12.30 Ban bidgs, Carey st 

Baryetr, ALeRep ILLIAM, “Cheltenham, Fish Merchant | Stepuensoy, Anruur, Rag Merchant June 26 at 3 
June 28at 3.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham Bank chmbrs, 

Barros, Marx, Dewsbury, Fish Merchant June 26 at 4 | Sriptinc, James Wane, Seaton, June 


Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Bares, James Steruey, New Southgate, Clerk June 27 

at3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

BeNJ AFIELD, Waren, Stalbridge, Dealer June 26 at 1 
Off Rec, Salisbury 

Bowes, Tomas, A Baker July3at3 Off Rec, 
C ambridge June, High st, Portsmout 

Bausrer, Oscar, — Importer June 26at2 Bank- 
1uptey bldgs, Carey st 

Corz, Agruur, and Jonny Apcocx, Mark lane, Rice 
Millers June 28 at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cotepatcu, Epwix, Stoke Prior, Herefordshire, Farmer 
June 26 at 10 4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Cusnie, Grecory, Surbiton June 28 at 11.30 24, Rai'- 
way app, London Bridge 

Dovetas-Scort-Montacu, the Hon Ronert Hewnay, 
Piccadilly June 27 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Daummuonpd, Joun Nevsox, Broadhurst gar, Artist June 26 
at 12.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Durritt, WiLKiNson, aan upon Hull, Carrier June 
27 at1l Off Ree, ag oe house Jane, Hull 

Evans, Jonny, Newcastle Em! yn, Grocer June 23 at12 Of 
Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

Fexx, Henry Epw agp, Kentish Town rd, Coal Merchant 
June 27 at 2.30 neon A bldgs, Carey st 

Fietver, faomas Heyry, Holloway rd, Costumier June 
26at12 Bankruptcy ’bld s, Carey st 

Firrock, Georat Varpenx, V est Hampstead, Gent June 
26ati1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Gaust, CuarLes Mazzin1, Armley, Yorks, Tailor June 29 
at1l Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradfo 

Gispine, CHantes Henry, Cheltenham, Butcher June 28 
at5 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

eer y GrorGce Rosert, Bitton, Baker July 4 at 12.15 
Off Kec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Goopt, Georce, Leominster, Ironmonger June 26 at 10 
4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Hackett, Arraur, Birmingham, Hosier, &c. June 29 at 
11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Ha.urvay, Rosert, West Hartlepool, Farmer June 27 at 
8 0 "Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Harpwick, Water, Chew Magna, Butcher July 4 at 12 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Haxrgison, Witi1am, Beerhouse Keeper June 26 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Harvy, Tuomas, West Cornforth, Innkeeper June 27 at 
3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Hitron, Tuomas, Birmingham, Grocery June 27 at11 23, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Joxes, Tuomas, and Witiram Joux Jones, Droitwich, 
Builders June 29at 1030 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, 
Worcester 

Jovsert, Henrt Cuarves Rene, and Juss Jouserr, Chel- 
sea, Upholsterers June 26 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey et 

Kino, Ricuanrp, U pu ehen st, Lodging house Keeper 
June 27 at 11 kruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Kuicut, Ciement, Brighton, Baker June 27 at 12 Off 
Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Larkin, Joun Patrick Byrye, Clapham, Traveller June 
28 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

in, bier Tyldesley, Hatter June 28 at 1030 16, 

t, Bolton 

Luby be ph, at, > ee June 27 at 2.30 Bank- 
rupte y bldgs, Carey st 

Lucas, Frepericx, St Helen’s, Music Hall Proprietor 
June 27 at 2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Luyo, Joun Mann, Bradford, Yeast Dealer June 23 at 11 
Off Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 


Maatix, Watter Stan.ey, Chertsey, Corn Merchant June 
26at1139 24, Railway approach, London Bridge 
Mason, Auick Rreyg, Gil te, Sergeant of Police June 
27 at 3.30 Off Ree, 25, oha st, Sunderland 

McDoveat, James ALLAN, Liverpool, Butcher June 27 
at3 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Meraxiy, Anrnur Lanoworrs, Swinton, Baker June 26 at 
3 Off Ree, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Mivatry, Aaron, ton, Bewing Machine Agent June 
“7 at 11.30 Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, Scur- 
borough 

Moore, Fsepenicx, Kidderminster, Ironmonger June 26 
at 2.15 Dreaper & Loft, Kidderminster 

Morcayx, Anrnun Wituiam, Sheffield June 26 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Figtree lave, Sheffield 


Norrawoop, Samvet, and Jonn Norruwoop, Birmingham, 
Ironfounders June 28 at 11 23, Colmore row, Bir- 
mingham 


Oaxtey, Witutam Jony, Sheffield June 25 at 2.30 Off 
Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 


Paisu, Faepertck Wittiam, Fitzroy sq, Cabinet Maker 
June 28 at12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Payyren, Taomas Boaz Cuan.zs, Cheltenham, Coal 
Dealer June 28 at4 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Pirram, Samurn, Nuneaton, Baker June 20 at 12 Off 
Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Raypatt, Hexrny Gronar, Bournemouth, Hairdresser June 
26 at 12.30 Off Rec tec, Salisbury 

Rovers, Wituiam Tuomas, St George, Baker 
12.45 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Rosevearr, Aroget, St Germans, Farmer June 27 at 12 
10, Athenum a te Plymouth 

-— Josupu, Atherton, Jeweller 


Wood st, Bolton 


Saunprna, C HARLES STRPUEN, Fulham, Tailor July 2 at12 
Bankruptey bldg», Carey st 

Saxny, Cuan.es, Plymouth. General Dealer 
11,30 10, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Scorr, Tuomas Wittiam, Dedham, Grocer June 26.at 12.15 
ont Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Simson, Tuomas Wi LIAM, Lamdport, Tailor July Sat 3,90 


July 4 at 


June 28 at ll 16, 


June 27 at 


2 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Bedford cireus, Ex 
Sturxerr, Jou, Runcorn, Grocer June26at3 Ogden’s 
hmbrs, Manchester 


¢ 

Tyers, Witt1am Mansrrecp, Leeds, Iron Merchant June 
27 at 3 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Vavrers, Francis Reotnaup, Leeds, Woollen Merchant 
June 27 at 11 Off Rec, 22 Park row. Leeds 

we ag James, Midhurst, Butcher June 27 at3 Dol- 
phin Hotel, Chichester 

WALKER, Wittram, Shaftesbury rd, Victualler June 28 at 

11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Watter, James, dstone, Carpenter July2 at2 Of 
, Week st, 


aidetone 

Warson, Joux, Fenchureh bldgs, Merchant June 28 at 

2.30° Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wuetecer, pty Kidderminster, ge June 
26 at 12.30 A 8 Thursfield, Kidderminste: 

— JoserH SKINNER, "Woodbury, Feeme June 
28at11 Off Rec, 13, Bedford cir, Exeter 

WILuIAMson, Witt Grorce, and Pair Rosxams, 
Mark Willen Garey ot Manufacturers June 27 atil Bank- 

ruptey Carey st 

Wray, Tom Peace, Crigglestone, Farm Labourer June 
26 at 11 Off Rec, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Wricut, Heyry Witpey, Temple, Barrister at Law July 
2ati1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aas, Georce, Farmer Northallerton Pet May 26 Ord 

une 13 

Berrie, Ropert McMittax, Newton Heath, Dyer Man- 

chester Pet Junei14 Ord June 14 

CartiinGe, Exiza, — Confectioner Rochdale Pet 
June 15 Ord June 1 

Cox, Saran Acyes, Liverpoo), Sack Merchant Liverpool 
Pet May 11 Ord June 1 

Curate, Grecory, Surbiton ren Surrey Pet May 24 
Ord Jane 14 ‘ 

Drummonp, Joun Netson, Broadhurst gdns, Artist High 
Court Pet May 8 Ord June 14 

Eruerincroy, Tuomas Witiram, Stockton on Tees, Fish- 
monger Btockton on Tees Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

Ferny, Hexry Epwarp, Kentish Town rd, Coal Merchant 
High Court Pet May 23 Ord June 13 

Firrock, Grorce Varpex, West Hampstead, Gent High 
Court Pet April12 Ord June 13 

Gaunt, CoarLes Mazztyi, Armley, late Tailor Bradford 
Pet June 13 Ord June 14 . 

Ginestt, Georce Rosert, Bitton, Grocer Bristol Pet 
June13 Ord June 14 

Gotpswortn, Joun, and Witi1amM GoLtpsworrs, St Helen’s, 
pang Contractors Liverpool Pet April 26 Ord 

une 15 


Goopueap, W1tt1aM Heyry, Burton on Trent, Grocer Bur- 
ton on Trent Pet June 1 Ord June 16 

Grirritas, Ricuarp Maysevyt, Chester, Grocer Chester 
Pet May 17 Ord June 16 

Harpwick, Wauter, Chew Magna, Butcher Wells Pet 
June7 Ord June15 

Hayes, Grorce Francis, Folkestone, Dental Surgeon 
Canterbury Pet June15 Ord June 15 

Houimes, Woopneap, Barnsley, Pork Butcher Barnsley 
Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

Jenxins, Jexxrx, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet June 14 
Ord June 15 

Jonas, ALrrep Samurt, Maida Vale, Solicitor High Court 
Pet May 23 Ord June 14 

Krrx, Atay, Old Chariton, Electrical Engineer High 
Court Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Kyrout, Wiiu1am Eowry, Foster lane, Uniedis "armel 
turer High Court Pet Junei4 Ord Jun 

Lea, Jonx, Tenby, Painter Pembroke Dock Pett June 13 


uve 18 
Lave, Tuomas, Tyldesley, Hatter Bolton PetJunel5 Ord 
une 15 
Beer Retailer Birmingham 


Lows, Gronor, Birmingham. 
Pet May 11 Ord June 11 

Martow, Jon~ Henry, Walsall, Rrush Manufacturer 
Walsall Pet May 31 Ord June 13 

Mewnpetson, Samuen, Bradford, Tailor Bradford Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 

Moreax, Arruur Wixtiam, Sheffield Sheffield Pet June 
15 Ord June 15 

Neaupa, L Norway, Veneto, oy Stock Dealer High 
Court Pet Mar 22 Ord Jun 

Norway, C B, Cromwell rd High Court Pet Aprilié Ord 
June 13 

Parsa, Freperick Wit.1am, Fitzroy sq, Cabinet Maker 
High Court Pet June 12 Ord June l4 

Parxrxson, Water, Ludgate sq, Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet May 17 Ord June 13 

Puaroan, Groror Wriisam, Southsea, Milk Contractor 
Portsmouth Pet June 16 Ord June 16 

Roserts, Wittiam Tuomas, St George, Baker Bristol Pet 
June 14 Ord June 15 

ms <5 Wituias Lee, amon Butcher Stourbridge 


une 12 Ord June 
Rupp, Josrrn, —\ Watchmaker Bolton Pet June 
15 Ord June 16 
Scort, Tnomas Wii.uiam, Dedham, Grocer Colchester Pet 
June | June 15 


Sonrets, Tuomas, pagename, Draper High Court Pot 
May 3t Ord June 13 
a + oe Wary Ge —aaee. Coastguard Officer Exeter 


Srv 2 Y , Wool Broker Hf 
Bea 19 Ord June lé ih 


Suman: go Witttas, Sy ury, Dorset, Creole 
Manufacturer Salis Pet May 28 Ord June l4 





off Reo, Cambridge Junction, High et, Portamouth 


v a Wiserege, © en iy Hotel Proprietress Exeter 


une ls ¢ 


June 18 
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Waren, Jau 


Maidstone, Carpenter Maidstone Pet 
Wave Wi Bows, Clapham rd High Court Pet 
A ALTER WIN, 
‘May 11- Ord June 


Wavaen, y Brena am. Tottenham Court rd, 
Weed ny elle? 2 ny; Sa ge 
HITEWAY, Josern Sainner, Woodbury, Farmer Ex 

Pet MarS Ord June 15 

Witxixs, Josera ———, Se. pos Architect 
Colchester Pet June15 Ord June 

Witiamsox, Witttam Gerores, and , So Ros«x ams, 
Mark lane, Brick Manufacturers High Court Pet 


May 19 Ord June 13 
Youxos, Eowano, Ipswich, Draper's Assistant Pet June 
June 1 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
June 25.—Messrs. Baxer & Soys, in a ye :o 


June 26.— Messrs. _ Ate hg & Futrr, at ws 
Reversions and a 


bsolute 
ame i at aaa Egg 9 


June 1, p 555). 

June Eowis Fox & Bovsrietp, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, Freehold Ground-enta, Mga weg = 
Leasehold Pro and a Freehold i 


perties, 
bag da | amg eng ag 5; phe 6.p.¢). on 
Jane 27—Messrs. Danret Smirn, Sox, & Oaxcey, at the 
EC., at 1 for 2 o'clock, a Freehold and 
Estate (see advertisement, June 2, p. _— 
Pm we hn, Fareprorner, Exiis, Cuaex, & Co., at 
the Mart, = c., » oh 2 EX. FS and 


pk. -H Property (see ad- 

vertisements, ay rer ms As 2; June Mart Co et 4). 
ome 28.—Messrs. Cc. & povest, 3 
a 

Laeoutat Permanent Benefit _~ see > x 

vertisement, June 2, p.7; this woek, p. 
June 29. — Messrs. Baker & porns at ‘Jiart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, F; dand L ¥ a Music- 





hal’ emp tee June 2, p. 6). 
June 29.—Messrs. a Nora, & Hapwey, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 em og reebold and Leasehold 
Ground-rents, and $ Life Insurance Policy (see adver- 
ment. this week, p. 
June et a Buryerr, & Expatwes, at the 
Ground-rents Freehold and 


Mart, E.C., Freehold 
Leaschoid i (see yey June 16, p. 4). 
June 29.—Mr. Joux Hittox (of the firm of Messrs. Dyer, 


Son, & Hilton), at the Bull Hotel, at 
4 o'clock, i 
and Land (see ad’ 16, p- 
se on Rosert Tox & bom, the Mart, E.C., 
o'clock Property (see advertisement, 
this week, p. 4.) 








Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
6s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxrcrrors’ JouRNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes bound 
at the efice—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law cal/, 
5s. 6d. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, i is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer, 








AUCTION SALES. 


i" ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 


Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. (ifices : 
54, Borough High-ctsest, end 68, Chansery-tone, W.C. 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
8 MOORGATE STREET, BANK, B.C, 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.5. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 


UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 
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MANCHESTER CORPORATION 1891 
REDEEMABLE STOCK. 


Interest at £3 per cent. per annum, payable half- 
yearly lst February and 1st August, at the Bank 
of England. 


FOURTH ISSUE—£490,000 STOCK. 


Avtuorizev sy Acts 54 & 55 Vic. ch. clxxxi 
and 56 Vic. ch. xix. 


Minimum Price of Issue, £100 per Cent. 


First Dividend, being Six Months’ Interest, 
payable Ist February, 1895. 


Trustees are authorized by the Trustee Act, 1893, to invest in 
this Stock, unless expressly forbidden by the instru- 
ment creating the Trust. 


Tat GOVERNOR axp COMPANY or tne BANK o: 
ENGLAND give notice that, by arrangement with the 
tion of Manchester, and in pursuance of resolutions 

of i 


for £490,000 Mawcuester Corporation 1891 Reptemasie 
Stock, bearing interest at £3 per centum per annum, pay- 
able half-yearly at the Bank of England, or any of the 
country Branches. 

The Stock will be redeemuble at par, on or after the Ist 
of August, 1941, at the option of the Corporation, upon on 
year’s notice by public advertisement, should the Stock not 
have been previously cancelled by purchase. It will be in 
addition to, and will rank pari passu with, the Manchester 

ion 1891 Redeemable Stock already existing. 

The Acts of Parliament under which the Corporation 
borrow the money provide for the formation by them of a 
Sinking Fund for the redemption of the debt. 

The Stock is chargeable upon the City Fund and City 


ate. 

The City Rate is unlimited in amount and is assessed for 
the current year upon a net annual value of £2,875,289. 

e actual amount collected for each penny of rate levied 
is £11,171. 

The total Consolidated Rate for the current year for 
Municipal, Sanitary, School Board and Poor Law purposes, 
levied by the Overseers in the Township of Manchester, 
—_— comprises over half of the City assessment, is 5s. 2d. 
ia t le 

Inthe other Townships the rates are in some instances 
lower, and in others higher, than that amount. 

The loan debt of the Corporation on the 3ist of March, 
1804, was as follows, viz. : 

ne-! jucing rtments— 
Gas, Waterworks, rkets, Tram- £ s. d. 
ways, Cemeteries and Ship Canal 

Non-Revenue-Producing Department— 

Street Improvements, Town Hall, 
Main Drainage, &c. . « » S208 9 8 


10,428,584 15 3 


£13,753,923 4 5 
As the interest and sinking fands on the debt of the 
revenue producing departments are more than covered by 
este poeeens revenues, the only annual charge falling upon 
the City Rate on account of the loan debt is in connection 
ith the non-revenue producing departments, the debt in 
of which is rather more than one year’s rateable 
of the City. ‘ 
The lands and rties of the Corporation (excluding 
land laid to streets, bridges, or works of paving, flagging, 
sewering) are estimated to be of the value of upwards 
of £16,779,094, after deducting all liabilities other than the 
loan debt, a surplus over the total loan liabilities 
of £3,025,171, or ts. 
The Books of the Stock are kept at the Bank of England. 
Holders of Stock can take out Stock Certificates to Bearer 
pent enema transferable by delivery, at the same 
rate of as exists at present in the case of Govern- 
ment Stock. , 
Dividend Warrants will be transmitted by post if desired, 
and Transfers and Stock Certificates to bearer are free from 
Tenders may be for the whole or any part of the Stock, 
and must state what amount of money will be given for 
£100 of Btock. T for other than even 


ing other than six 
. Tenders must 
Office, Bank of 
zith June, 1994. 


, will not be 


referentially 
delivered at the ch 


ief Cashier's 


separate forms. The amount of Stock applied for must be | 


written on the outside of the tender. 
ini , below which no tender will be ac- 
of 


5 ae at £100 for every £100 of Stock. 
be at the same Office at the time of the 
the tender, and the deposit must not be enclosed 
» Where no allotment is made the deposit 
in case of partial allotment the 
balance of the deposit will be applied towards the first 

instalment. 

the event of the receipt 


tenders at the lowest price ac 
ro rat4 diminution. 


must 


of tenders for a larger amount 
to 


be issued at or above the | 


further payments on account of | 


the Loan will be required are as follows :— 
On Wednesday, 4th July, 1604, so much as, when added 








cent. on the amount of Stock tendered | 


to the deposit, will leave Seventy-five Pounds (Sterling) to 
be paid for each hundred pounds of Stock ; 

On Wednesday, 15th Au; 1894, £25 per cent. ; 

On Wednesday, 26th September, 1894, £25 per cent. ; 

On Wednesday, 7th November, 1894, £25 per cent. ; 

The instalments may be paid in full on or after the 4th 


July, 1894, under discount at the rate of £1 per cent. per | 


annum. In case of default in the payment of any instal- 


| ment at its proper date, the deposit and instalments pre- | 


viously psid will be liable to forfeiture, 


The first half year’s interest, calculated on the total | 
| amount of the stock, will be payable on the Ist February, 


1895. 
Scrip Certificates to Bearer will be issued in exchange for 
the provisional receipts. 


e Stock will be inscribed in the Bank Books on or 


after the 7th November, 1894, but Scrip paid up in full, in 
anticipation, may be inscribed on or after the 3rd July. 

No tender will be received unless upon the printed form, 
which can be obtained at the Chief Cashier's Office, Bank 
of England; of Messrs. Mullens, Marshall & Co., Stock 
Brokers, 4, Lombard-street, London, E.C., or of the City 
Treasurer, Town Hall, Manchester. 

Bank of England, London. 

20th June, 1894. 


FOUR and FOUR-AND-A-HALF PER CENT. DEBEN- 
TURES, 
NATIONAL MORTGAGE and AGENCY 
pe COMPANY of NEW ZEALAND (Limited). 
Chairman—H. R. GRENFELL, Esq. 


| Subscribed Capital, £1,000,000, in 100,000 shares of £10 each, 
e City Council, they are authorized to receive Tenders | 


Paid-up, £100,000. Reserve Fund, £27,500. 


The Company RECEIVES MONEY on Debenture at 4 
per cent. for three or four years, and 4} per cent. for five or 
seven years, payable half-yearly by Coupons attached to 
the Bonds. 

By the Articles of Association the issue of Debentures is 
restricted to the amount of the uncalled capital. 

Prospectuses and full information may be obtained from 
the Manager, 8, Great Winchester-street, London. 


Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
IMPERIAL insurance company 


tmatrep, FIRE, 
Established 1808. 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds £1,500,000. 


E. COZENS SMITH, 
General Manag*r. 


THE 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 
LIMITED 
(ESTABLISHED 18939), 


Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests, and Lafe Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities.--17, King’s Arms- 
yard, Coleman-street, E.C. 


( A. W. COUSINS, 


FIRE) District Manager. 
SUM INSURED in 1893, £395,854,440. 


INSURANCE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 
Law Courts Branca, 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C., 


| in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY or other 
Securities and Annuities PURCHASED, or Loans or 
Annuities thereon granted, by the EQUITABLE RE- 
VERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY (LIMITED), 10, 
Lancaster-place, Waterloo Bridge, Strand. Established 


1835. Capital, £500,000. Interest on Loans may be capita- | 


lized. 
- C. H. CLAYTON,} Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, } Secretaries. 


\ ANTED, Old Life Insurance Bonus 


Policies, from £500 and upwards ; 7} per cent. over 
surrender value given for approved Policies; also Life In- 


- secu | Sen Incomes and Reversions ht or Lent 
of Stock, or at a price including fractions of a | terests or Secured Incomes : Boug 


on.—J. L. Suxenix, 40, Old Broad-street, London. 


'NATIONAL REVERSIONAR 


land, before two o'clock on Wednesday, | 
‘enders at different prices must be on | 


— | Norfolk Jacket very much. The fit is excellent. 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS | 


TRAVELLING, 
YACHTING, 
FISHING, 
xo GOLFING SUITS. 


Our SPECIALITY LOUNGE SUITS, £3 3s., in Blue Serge, 


| Scotch Cheviot and Homespun, have given universal satis. 
| faction, and have tly extended our connection. 

atdesbecberclened Norfolk Jackets 
from 46s. 6d. 
| Gentlemen are invited to inspect our varied selection of 
materials for Frock and Morning Coats, Suiti Covert 
| Coatings, Trouserings, &c. Our prices are strictly moder- 
| ate for cash, in many instances below those of the stores, 

combined with personal supervision. 

Testimonials and repeat orders daily from professional 
and other gentlemen. 
| The following is published by kind permission ;— 

‘Clarence House, Kew, May 3, 1894. Dear Sir,—I like the 
It’s 
wonderful the way you get your orders sent out so quickly 
and so well.—Yours y, Lionen WAtsa.” 

Patterns, with form for easy self-measurement, sent 


post-free. 
77, Great Portland Street, 


| EVAN S, London, W. 


(Adjoining Queen's Hall, and only a few yards from the 
Langham Hotel.) 


es from 25s. ; 


‘ORIENT COMPANY’S 
| YACHTING CRUISES 


By the steamships ‘* LUSITANIA,” 3,877 tons register, and 
“GARONNE,” 3,876 tons register, leaving Loypox as 
under, and Granron two days later :— 


For the NORWAY FIORDS and NORTH CAPE, 
28th June, for 20 days; 18th July, for 28 days. 


For NORWAY and SPITZBERGEN, 
ist August, for 33 days. 
At the most Northerly point of these Cruises the Sun 
will be Above the Horizon at Midnight. 
For SOUTHERN NORWAY and COPENHAGEN, 
22nd August, for 21 days. 
String band, electric light, electric bells, hot and cold 
baths, high-class cuisine. 


Managers: F. Green & Co. & Anderson, Anderson, & Go. 
Head Offices: Fenchurch-avenue, London. 





For passage apply to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch- _ 


avenue, E.C.; or to the West-end Branch Office, 16, Cock- 
spur-street, 8.W. 


| 
| EDE AND SON, 
| 





ROBE Sete MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


| To Her Majesty 


Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


| 
| ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 


the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the © 


and Gowns for Registrars, Town | 


| Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns, © 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


LIVERPOOL.-COMPTON HOTEL 


UNRIVALLED FOR ITS COMFORT. 
Excellent Cuisine and Moderate Fixed Charges. 
Adjacent to best Shops, Shipping Offices, Stations, &¢, 
Luggage conveyed Free. Telephone No. 58. 


Y INVESTMENT COMPANY 





(Instituted 1837). 


For the Parchase of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, and 
Policies of Assurance en Lives. 


Orrice—63, OLD BROAD 


STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





DIRECTORS : 


Chairman~A, P. HEYWOOD LONSDALE Esq. 
Biao, Epwakp F., ° 
Powsoxsy, The Hon. &. C. W. 
Reyvaii, G. A., Esq. 


Deputy-Chairman—AUG. W. GADESDEN, Esq. 
gcaseene, Warten, Esq. 
EW, 


Pexcy, Esq. 
Taorres, 


W., Esq. 


Wiz, Eaves J., Esq. 
Solicitors—Meswrs. ILIFFE, HENLEY, & SWEET, Bedford-row. 





Forms for submitting Proposals for Sale may 


be obtained at the Offices of the Company. 
C. F. ATKINSON, Securrany. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. — 
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F, 














